FINAL AGENDA

*AMENDED

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING COUNCIL CHAMBERS
TUESDAY 211 WEST ASPEN AVENUE
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 4:00 P.M. AND 6:00 P.M.

A.

4:00 P.M. MEETING

Individual Items on the 4:00 p.m. meeting agenda may be postponed to the 6:00 p.m.
meeting.

CALL TO ORDER

NOTICE OF OPTION TO RECESS INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION
Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the City Council and
to the general public that, at this reqular meeting, the City Council may vote to go into
executive session, which will not be open to the public, for legal advice and discussion with
the City’s attorneys for legal advice on any item listed on the following agenda, pursuant to
A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(3).
ROLL CALL

NOTE: One or more Councilmembers may be in attendance telephonically or by other
technological means.

MAYOR NABOURS

VICE MAYOR BAROTZ COUNCILMEMBER ORAVITS
COUNCILMEMBER BREWSTER COUNCILMEMBER OVERTON
COUNCILMEMBER EVANS COUNCILMEMBER PUTZOVA

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND MISSION STATEMENT

MISSION STATEMENT
The mission of the City of Flagstaff is to protect and enhance the quality of life of its citizens.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM PREVIOUS MEETINGS

Consideration and Approval of Minutes: City Council Combined Special Meeting/Work
Session of October 13, 2015.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Public Participation enables the public to address the Council about an item that is not on the
agenda. Comments relating to items that are on the agenda will be taken at the time that the
item is discussed. If you wish to address the Council at tonight's meeting, please complete a
comment card and submit it to the recording clerk as soon as possible. Your name will be
called when it is your turn to speak. You may address the Council up to three times throughout
the meeting, including comments made during Public Participation. Please limit your remarks
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A.

A.

to three minutes per item to allow everyone an opportunity to speak. At the discretion of the
Chair, ten or more persons present at the meeting and wishing to speak may appoint a
representative who may have no more than fifteen minutes to speak.

PROCLAMATIONS AND RECOGNITIONS
None
APPOINTMENTS

Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the City Council and
to the general public that the City Council may vote to go into executive session, which will not
be open to the public, for the purpose of discussing or considering employment, assignment,
appointment, promotion, demotion, dismissal, salaries, disciplining or resignation of a public
officer, appointee, or employee of any public body...., pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(1).

None

LIQUOR LICENSE PUBLIC HEARINGS

Consideration and Action on Liquor License Application: Lauren Merrett, "The
Mayor", 409 S. San Francisco St., Series 12 (restaurant), New License.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Hold the Public Hearing; absent any valid concerns received from the public hearing,
staff recommends the Council forward a recommendation for approval to the State.

CONSENT ITEMS

All matters under Consent Agenda are considered by the City Council to be routine and will
be enacted by one motion approving the recommendations listed on the agenda. Unless
otherwise indicated, expenditures approved by Council are budgeted items.

Consideration and Approval of Sole Source Purchase: Utilities Industrial Grade Water
Work Supplies (Approve purchase from HD Supply, Inc. in an amount up to $379,418).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the purchase of utilities industrial grade water works supplies from HD Supply,
Inc. per the attached list of items at the negotiated pricing.

Consideration and Approval of Cooperative Contract: Involving Coconino Coalition for
Children and Youth Program, Flagstaff Unified School District and the City of Flagstaff for the

FACTS After School Program.
RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the agreement with Flagstaff Unified School District and the Coconino Coalition
for Children and Youth in the amount of $247,319 for the FACTS Program and $19,669
for the Coconino Coalition for Children and Youth Program for fiscal year 2016. Subject
to annual budget appropriations and upon Council approved monetary contributions and
mutual written agreement between the City and the Coalition and School District, this
Agreement may be renewed for a maximum of four additional one year terms, subject to
annual budget appropriations.
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C. Consideration and Approval of Street Closure(s): New Year's Eve
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve the street closure at Aspen Avenue (between San Francisco Street and

Beaver Street) and Leroux Street (between Route 66 and Birch Avenue) on December
31, 2015 at 8:00 pm to January 1, 2016 at 2:00 am.

D. Consideration and Approval of Street Closure(s): Flagstaff Earth Day
RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the street closure at Aspen Avenue between San Francisco Street and
Leroux Street on Saturday, April 23, 2016 from 7:00 am - 5:30 pm.

10. ROUTINE ITEMS

A. Consideration and Adoption of Resolution No. 2015-37: A resolution of the City
Council of the City of Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona, declaring official and adopting

the results of the Special Election held on November 3, 2015. (Results for Election on
Changes to City Charter)
RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1) Read Resolution No. 2015-37 by title only
2) City Clerk reads Resolution No. 2015-37 by title only (if approved above)
2) Adopt Resolution No. 2015-37

B. Consideration and Approval of Contract: An intergovernmental agreement with the
Summit Fire District for management services. (Approve Intergovernmental agreement
with Summit Fire District in the amount of $72,900).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve entering into an IGA with the Summit Fire District for management services.

C. Consideration and Adoption of Ordinance No. 2015-19: An ordinance of the City
Council of the City of Flagstaff, amending the Flagstaff City Code, Section 3-10-001-0007

Cemetery to increase Cemetery fees by 10%. (Cemetery fee increase)
RECOMMENDED ACTION:

At the November 17, 2015, City Council Meeting:
1) Read Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the first time

2) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the first time (if approved
above)

At the December 1. 2015, City Council Meeting:

3) Read Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the final time

4) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the final time (if approved
above)

5) Adopt Ordinance No. 2015-19

D. Consideration and Approval: 2016 Intergovernmental Relations Priorities
RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve 2016 Intergovernmental Relations Priorities
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RECESS
6:00 P.M. MEETING
RECONVENE
NOTICE OF OPTION TO RECESS INTO EXECUTIVE SESSION
Pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02, notice is hereby given to the members of the City Council
and to the general public that, at this regular meeting, the City Council may vote to go into
executive session, which will not be open to the public, for legal advice and discussion with

the City’s attorneys for legal advice on any item listed on the following agenda, pursuant to
A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(3).

11. ROLL CALL

NOTE: One or more Councilmembers may be in attendance telephonically or by other
technological means.

MAYOR NABOURS

VICE MAYOR BAROTZ COUNCILMEMBER ORAVITS
COUNCILMEMBER BREWSTER COUNCILMEMBER OVERTON
COUNCILMEMBER EVANS COUNCILMEMBER PUTZOVA
12. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
13. CARRY OVER ITEMS FROM THE 4:00 P.M. AGENDA
14. PUBLIC HEARING ITEMS
A. *McAllister Ranch Property for New Core Services Maintenance Facility:

i. Public Hearing and Consideration of Annexation Ordinance No. 2015-20: An
annexation ordinance extending and increasing the corporate limits of the City of Flagstaff

by annexing certain land totaling approximately 44.01 acres located at 3200 W. Route 66,
and establishing city zoning for said land as Rural Residential, RR. (Annexation of
property for the new McAllister Ranch public works yard located on West Route 66).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

At the November 17, 2015 Council Meeting:
1) Hold Public Hearing

2) Read Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the first time

3) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the first time (if approved
above)

At the December 1. 2015 Council Meeting:

4) Read Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the final time

5) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the final time (if approved
above)

6) Adopt Ordinance No. 2015-20
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15.

Public Hearing and Consideration of Resolution No. 2015-36: A resolution amending
the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 to change the area type designation of approximately
28.7 acres of real property located at 3200 W. Route 66 from Future Urban, Future
Suburban, and Area in White to Existing Suburban. (A minor Regional Plan
amendment request related to the proposed McAllister Ranch Public Works Yard).
*THIS ITEM WAS MOVED FROM 14 (A) iii.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1) Hold the Public Hearing

2) Read Resolution No. 2015-36 by title only

3) City Clerk reads Resolution No. 2015-36 by title only (if approved above)
4) Adopt Resolution No. 2015-36

Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 2015-21: A zoning map
amendment/direct ordinance amending the Flagstaff Zoning Code to rezone
approximately 48.81 acres of real property from Rural Residential (RR) to Public Facility
(PF) located at 3200 West Route 66 on parcel numbers 112-01-001D and 112-01-002.
(Rezoning of property for the new McAllister Ranch public works yard located on
West Route 66). “THIS ITEM WAS MOVED FROM 14 (A) ii

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

At the November 17, 2015 Council Meeting:
1) Hold the Public Hearing

2) Read Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title only for the first time

3) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title only for the first time (if approved
above)

At the December 1. 2015 Council Meeting:

4) Read Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title for the final time

5) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title only for the final time (if approved
above)

6) Adopt Ordinance No.2015-21

Public Hearing and Possible Action: Utilities Rate Study - Council
vote regarding Consultant and Possible Alterations to Path Forward.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Continue Public Hearing - Council vote on three proposed options on how to move
forward.

REGULAR AGENDA

Consideration and Approval of Preliminary Plat: Request from Mogollon Engineering
and Surveying Inc., on behalf of True Life Communities PCAZ, for the subdivision of
approximately 19.20 acres into 32-single-family residential lots located at 2705 E.
Telluride Drive, within the Single-Family Residential (R1) Zone.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission recommends that the City Council approve

the preliminary plat with one condition: 1. LID and detention is required for all lots in the
subdivision including lots 1-14 and lot 32. A revised engineering report to address this
requirement shall be provided with the civil plan submittal.
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B.

16.

17.

A.

18.

19.

Consideration and Approval of Amendments to the Rules of Procedure: Proposed
Change to Rule 4.01, Procedures for Preparation of Council Agenda, and Rule 10.09,

Motion to Reconsider, to require a vote of four councilmembers to move an item from
Future Agenda Iltem Requests (FAIR) to a regular agenda.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discuss and possibly approve the proposed changes to Rule 4.01 and 10.09.

DISCUSSION ITEMS
NONE

*ITEMS SHOWN ON THE ORIGINAL FINAL AGENDA HAVE BEEN MOVED TO 17

FUTURE AGENDA ITEM REQUESTS

After discussion and upon agreement of three members of the Council, an item will be
moved to a regularly-scheduled Council meeting.

Future Agenda Item Request (F.A.L.R.): A request by Mayor Nabours to place on a future
agenda discussion regarding Tequila Sunrise. *THIS ITEM MOVED FROM 16-A

Future Agenda Item Request (F.A.L.R.): A request by Councilmember Putzova to place

on a future agenda discussion and possible action regarding the Government Property
Lease Excise Tax (GPLET) and similar tax incentives. *THIS ITEM MOVED FROM 16-B

Future Agenda Item Request (F.A.L.R.): A citizen petition to adopt Tucson's Residential
Permit Parking Program. *THIS ITEM MOVED FROM 16-C

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS AND REPORTS FROM COUNCIL AND STAFF, FUTURE
AGENDA ITEM REQUESTS

ADJOURNMENT

at

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING OF NOTICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing notice was duly posted at Flagstaff City Hall on

a.m./p.m. in accordance with the statement filed by the City Council with the City Clerk.

Dated this day of , 2015.

Elizabeth A. Burke, MMC, City Clerk




4. A.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Stacy Saltzburg, Deputy City Clerk
Date: 11/13/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE

Consideration and Approval of Minutes: City Council Combined Special Meeting/Work Session of
October 13, 2015.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Amend/approve the minutes of the City Council Combine Special Meeting/Work Session of October
13, 2015.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Minutes of City Council meetings are a requirement of Arizona Revised Statutes and, additionally,
provide a method of informing the public of discussions and actions being taken by the City Council.

INFORMATION:
COUNCIL GOAL
8. Improve effectiveness of notification, communication, and engagement with residents,

neighborhoods and businesses and about City services, programs, policies, projects and
development

Attachments: 10.13.2015.CCWSSM.Minutes



MINUTES

COMBINED SPECIAL MEETING/WORK SESSION
TUESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2015

COUNCIL CHAMBERS

211 WEST ASPEN AVENUE

6:00 P.M.

SPECIAL MEETING

Call to Order

Mayor Nabours called the Special Meeting of October 13, 2015, to order at 6:01 p.m.

Pledge of Allegiance

The City Council and audience recited the Pledge of Allegiance and had a moment of silence
for NAU shooting victim Colin Brough.

Roll Call

NOTE: One or more Councilmembers may be in attendance telephonically or by other
technological means .

PRESENT
ABSENT
MAYOR NABOURS
VICE MAYOR BAROTZ
COUNCILMEMBER BREWSTER
COUNCILMEMBER EVANS
COUNCILMEMBER ORAVITS
COUNCILMEMBER OVERTON
COUNCILMEMBER PUTZOVA

Others present: City Manager Josh Copley and City Attorney Michelle D'Andrea.

Public Hearing : Providing staff and consultants rate study presentation prior to modifying
water, wastewater, reclaimed water and stormwater rates and fees. (Staff/consultant
presentation and public comment regarding rate adjustment)

Utilities Director Brad Hill provided a PowerPoint presentation that covered the following:

AGENDA

WATER CONSERVATION QUESTIONS

POLICY A.3.1 RATE STRUCTURE TO ENCOURAGE WATER CONSERVATION
CONSERVATION ACHIEVEMENTS - 108 GPCD

HISTORY OF RESIDENTIAL TIER CHANGES
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COUNCIL HAS MANY OPTIONS
WATER CONSERVATION PROGRAM FUNDING

Vice Mayor Barotz asked what the programming budget entails. Mr. Hill explained that it
consists of education and training, copying, printing, office supplies, travel, electricity, staffing,
and things of that nature. Vice Mayor Barotz noted that a majority of the program costs are
administrative.

Councilmember Evans asked if the rebate budget is the right amount of funding for the
program. There are many people who are asking for rebates who are being told to come back
in July of next year because the funding has run out. Mr. Hill stated that the fiscal year funding
for rebates is $20,000. Mr. Hill stated that there are more rebate requests then dollars
available and staff have been deferring other costs to address some of the backlog in
applications for rebates. Councilmember Evans asked how many applications for rebates
have been received that are waiting until there is additional funding. Mr. Hill stated that he did
not have that information readily available but would forward it to the Council. Councilmember
Overton asked Mr. Hill to also provide an example of the kinds of rebates that are available to
the public. He said that he feels that the amount of money allocated to rebates is where it
should be and no adjustment is needed.

Vice Mayor Barotz asked for better clarification between what it costs to run the program
versus how much it costs for the actual programming. Mr. Hill stated that to run the program
there is one staff person and two part-time temporary summer workers. Vice Mayor Barotz
asked for a ballpark cost for this staff. Mr. Hill stated that it is approximately $130,000.

Mayor Nabours stated that when a residential water user enters into tier four they are paying
quite a bit more per gallon versus someone in a lower tier. He asked if there would be a
negative financial impact if the conservation efforts brought the tier four customers up into tier
three. Mr. Hill stated that Willdan Consultant Johnathan Varnes would be able to address that
question. Mr. Varnes stated that were there to be a significant reduction in the upper tier flow
there would be a financial impact to the City. Mr. Hill's presentation noted that the flow is
already at historic lows; those users at the outer tiers are likely not going to reduce materially
more than what has already been reduced. Most of the conservation has already occurred.
There would be an impact but they have not quantified that impact at this point.

Mayor Nabours asked what the impacts have been when Flagstaff has gotten a lot of rain and
people are not using as much water as a result. Mr. Hill stated that the water revenues are flat
even with a rate increase; this is because there is lower use in the winter and there has been
an interesting shift in the rain patterns which may have contributed as well with the less need
for irrigation. Mayor Nabours asked if that can be quantified. Mr. Hill stated that in fiscal year
15 the water revenue budget was estimated to be $14.7 million and the actual was $1 million
less than that. Mayor Nabours asked if that is taken into account with the current rate study.
Mr. Hill stated that the consultants do take that into account and the revenue they expect for
next year is reduced to be closer to the actual numbers of the previous year.

Councilmember Putzova referred to page seven of the answers document; she stated that the
rates are different then what was reported at the last meeting and asked for clarification on the
difference. Mr. Varnes stated that at the meeting of October 6, 2015 the Council requested that
Willdan add a percent change column to the table. In order to get the true percent change he
had to add not only the baseline rates that were in the prior presentation, but also the energy
charge. The energy charge was embedded in all of the rates at the last presentation; in order
to get a true representation of the percentage change in the rates the energy charge had to be
removed. Mr. Hill added that it is important to note that the energy charge changes each year
which is why it needed to be removed in order to get an accurate calculation on the
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percentage change.

Councilmember Putzova stated that it appears that over five years the rates are increasing
more in the lower tiers than in the higher tiers which means the more one conserves the
greater the rate increase will be.

Mayor Nabours asked for the cost of the average water bill. Mr. Varnes stated that the
average user uses 5,000 gallons per month and their bill is $33.14. Mayor Nabours stated that
the average user will experience an increase of about $2 per month each year for the next five
years.

Councilmember Oravits asked if the rates shown in a utility bill include the energy rate. Mr. Hill
explained that the energy rate is actually broken out on the utility bill as a separate line item.

Councilmember Putzova asked if the energy surcharge changes with the different tiers.

Mr. Hill explained that it is the actual expense of the electricity used to deliver the water and it
is not associated with the tier structure. Acting Management Services Director Rick Tadder
further explained that each year the Finance Department trues up the electricity costs based
on actual usage by the Utilities Department.

Councilmember Putzova stated that the new tables are not helpful and she would prefer to go
back and calculate the percentage of change in five years by customer class. Mixing the
energy surcharge in that calculation loses clarity because the City posts the rates differently.
Mr. Hill explained that the rates posted on the City’s website are those with the energy charge
included. The total is broken down by utility rate, energy surcharge, and overall rate.

Mayor Nabours stated that the energy charge is calculated with a different process than the
utility rates. Mr. Hill explained that rate can change year to year based on the amount of
energy that is used. Mayor Nabours further clarified that the energy surcharge will not be
included in the 3% increase proposed because it is completely dependent upon the total
energy costs to deliver the water.

Councilmember Overton clarified that the City is not charging in both locations, the gallons are
being charged as gallons and the energy is being charged as energy. The table provided by
the consultants in the answers was an attempt to get true percentages of the water rate
increase only. This table was an answer to a question and not a table that would be used in
the publications to the public. Mr. Hill agreed stating that the numbers that are published show
the water rate and the energy rate separately and then combined for the total rate. The data is
the same between the two tables, they are just being displayed differently in an effort to show
that true percentage of increase.

Mayor Nabours asked how the energy surcharge is calculated for each household. Mr. Tadder
explained that the Finance Department looks at the overall energy consumption by the Water
Department and divides that by the estimated gallons to be consumed in the year. The result
is the energy charge that is assessed per gallon used to each user.

Vice Mayor Barotz requested that the consultant provide a chart that does not have the energy
surcharge built into the rate to determine the percent increase.

Mayor Nabours asked if there is an issue for reclaimed water when less water is used in the
home which results in less reclaimed water available for reclaimed users who then have to
supplement with potable. Mr. Hill explained that conservation on the wastewater side does
make it challenging when the strength of the wastewater is more. Mayor Nabours then asked
if it is possible for Flagstaff to get to a point where there is too much conservation and there is
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not enough reclaimed water available. Mr. Hill explained that if Flagstaff continues to have
growth the reclaimed volume will expand due to more residents and their water use.

Councilmember Evans asked about the funding associated with the water rates. She asked
which of the options presented last week was the most feasible. Deputy City Manager Barbara
Goodrich stated that when the City issues bonds it looks out five, ten and twenty years to see
what is going to occur. The focus is on what kind of rate the City going to get when the bonds
are issued. Either plan will be sustainable; there is enough revenue stability that there would
be no impact to the City from a debt standpoint.

Vice Mayor Barotz asked for further explanation about the rationale behind the existing tier
structure for off-peak/golf course under the reclaimed water section. It appears that the rate
does the opposite from what is done with the residential. Mr. Hill stated that prior to 2011 there
were four off-peak tiers and at Council direction staff reduced them to two off-peak tiers. The
current rate book does show four tiers but tiers one, two and three show the same rates; with
this rate change the materials will be updated to show only the two tiers. Vice Mayor Barotz
asked why it is called off-peak/golf course when in the summer it is peak usage. Mr. Hill stated
that golf courses do not pull from the reclaimed system during the day but the City delivers the
reclaimed water to their on-site storage ponds during the night which is off-peak. Mr. Varnes
added that the rate structure is a carryover from the prior rate study. Mr. Hill stated that staff
provided a CCR to the Council that described how the original rates were developed as a
combination of the peak factor and the desire to encourage reclaimed water use. Vice Mayor
Barotz stated that she would like to understand why the consultant feels that there is no
change needed in the rate structure for reclaimed water. Mr. Varnes stated that the reclaim
rate structure is in line with the industry standards and the recommendation is to keep the
structure but modify the rate. In the rate study the City provided billing data from its system and
it was validated within less than a 2% variance. On the reclaimed water side, due to data
limitations, there was not a confidence level for redesigning or adjusting the structure because
it did not look materially wrong or inaccurate. Vice Mayor Barotz stated that she does not
understand how there would be something not right with the data that was provided by the
City. She would like to understand how the Council can be confident that the other data
provided is correct and where the deficiency in the reclaimed data occurred. She does not feel
that the rationale is adequate to leave the reclaimed water structure the way that it is. A lot has
changed in the last five years and leaving reclaimed water off the table is a mistake.

Mayor Nabours stated that he would like to know how much water the golf courses use each
month and if the City has reclaimed water it wants to get rid of are golf courses encouraged to
be the customer that helps the City do that.

Councilmember Evans stated the Council is being asked to make decisions based on the
information that was provided and the consultant is stating that they could not get the right
information from the City to make a recommendation on reclaimed water. She feels that the
reclaimed section should be removed from consideration until there is confidence that the
information submitted is correct. She also requested information on how many times the City
has subsidized the reclaimed water system with potable water.

Mayor Nabours asked if the options to increase the reclaim water rates was a flat 3% or 7%
without a detailed analysis of what the cost would be in 10 or 20 years like was done with
water. Mr. Hill stated they were able to determine the cost associated with the delivery of the
reclaimed water during this rate period. Mr. Varnes stated that they looked at the cost of
reclaimed water over the next five years and developed the reclaimed rate increases so that
they would adequately fund the costs over the next five years; there was no change in the
structure by which the cost is recovered.
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Councilmember Overton asked if the off-peak golf course customer pays $1.38 per 0-150
million gallons and then $1.07 above or does it trigger $1.07 plus for when they get over 150
million gallons. Mr. Hill stated that for the large users it triggers the lower rate when they reach
the threshold. Mr. Tadder further explained that the usage is on a yearly basis meaning that
their usage from 0-150 million is charged at $1.38 per gallon and when they go over the 150
million the rate is reduced to $1.07 going forward.

Vice Mayor Barotz requested additional information as to the revenues from the reclaimed
water broken out by class.

Mr. Copley asked the Council if they would prefer to hold off on the capacity fee discussion
until next week in the interest of time and to allow some public comment. Mayor Nabours
stated that they will take public comment on what has been discussed thus far and come back
at a later date for the capacity fee report.

Robert Vane provided Council a printed PowerPoint presentation for review. A copy of that
presentation is attached. Mr. Vane represents the Flagstaff Water Group and provided their
recommendations to the Council.

Mayor Nabours asked Mr. Vane to attend the next meeting to provide further comments and
recommendations from the Flagstaff Water Group.

Councilmember Putzova asked for Mr. Vane to discuss further the group's philosophy and
structure of commercial tiers; she would like to understand more about the distribution and
usage.

Councilmember Evans asked Mr. Vane to speak more about the commercial rebate
recommendations next week.

Moved by Mayor Jerry Nabours, seconded by Councilmember Coral Evans to suspend the
Rules of Procedure to allow Mr. Vane to come next week and speak again for 15 minutes on
behalf of the Flagstaff Water Group.

Vote: 7 - 0 - Unanimously

Councilmember Evans asked that the Flagstaff Water Group be allowed to show their
presentation on the overhead so that the public understands what material Council has been
provided. She feels that by allowing Mr. Vane to display the presentation it makes for better
transparency and public participation. Mayor Nabours stated that he will speak with

Ms. D’Andrea about that option.

Jack Rathjen addressed Council in opposition of a water rate increase. Mayor Nabours asked
Mr. Rathjen what the City should do to cover the increased cost of infrastructure and
production to which Mr. Rathjen replied sell more water. Growth pays for growth and when
new developments tie into the system they should pay for their portion of the system to be
increased.

Rudy Preston addressed Council stating that he would to know how much the subsidy is for
regular rate payers to subsidize reclaimed water. The subsidy should be removed so that
regular customers do not have to see increases in their rates. The City should be charging
reclaimed water user what it costs to produce and deliver that water.

Councilmember Evans asked if potable water users are subsidizing the reclaimed water
system and what the amount of that subsidy is. Mr. Hill stated that the rate study has split each
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of the enterprise funds independently so they stand on their own. There is no cross subsidy
from the water fund or the wastewater fund to the reclaimed fund. The cost of delievering
reclaimed water in for the next five years is $1.62 per thousand without any subsidy from the
water or wastewater fund. Historically it had been comingled into one single fund. From this
point forward the fund is split and if there is any cross funding you will see that in the budget.
The intent of this model and the rate is to have no subsidy from the water or wastewater fund.

Written comments were received from the following individuals:

¢ Jack Rathjen
¢ Greg Kleiner
¢ Richard Miller
e Dawn Dyer

Comments received:

¢ The plan does not seem ready for a vote.

¢ | would like to see the reclaimed water rates in a tiered system and have the users pay a
higher rate for using more.

¢ Every year there is a shortage of reclaimed water and it must be supplemented with
potable; there should be incentives to conserve reclaimed water.

o | disagree with the assumption that the conservation that is possible has already
occurred.

¢ Opposed to the current reclaimed water rate where the rate goes down as the use
increases.

¢ Recommend dedicating up to 5% of reclaimed water production to conservation
programs of surface water such as Francis Short Pond and Rio de Flag.

e Oppose water rate increases.

o If wastewater is not sold it is dumped.

¢ The cost of $1.62 to treat wastewater is too high.

Mayor Nabours asked that all others who had submitted comment cards to return next week to
make their comments.

5. Adjournment

The Special Meeting of the Flagstaff City Council of October 13, 2015, adjourned at 7:42 p.m.

WORK SESSION

1. Call to Order

Mayor Nabours called the Flagstaff City Council Work Session of October 13, 2015, to order
at 8:00 p.m.
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2.

Preliminary Review of Draft Agenda for the October 20, 2015, City Council Meeting.*

* Public comment on draft agenda items may be taken under “Review of Draft Agenda Items”,
at the discretion of the Mayor. Citizens wishing to speak on agenda items not specifically
called out by the City Council for discussion under the second Review section may submit a
speaker card for their items of interest to the recording clerk.

Mayor Nabours stated that there are a lot of commission appointments next week and the
Council will be using the new process of one Councilmember making a recommendation on a
single appointment. He intends to take each commission one at a time and suggested that
each Councilmember consider having a backup recommendation should their planned
recommendation be taken by another Councilmember. Additionally, the Council will be
addressing the commissions that have specialty appointments. The City Clerk put together a
chart that shows the breakdown of the commissions and the specialty appointments
associated with those.

Discussion of the proposed La Plaza Vieja Neighborhood Specific Plan.

Mayor Nabours stated that this meeting is not the public hearing meeting and reminded the
public that the public hearing will occur next week. This is a preliminary presentation from the
staff. The Council can take public comment but they will have to repeat it next week to make it
a part of the public hearing record.

Comprehensive Planning Manager Sarah Dechter provided a PowerPoint presentation that
covered the following:

LA PLAZA VIEJA NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

WHAT IS A SPECIFIC PLAN?

TIMELINE FOR LA PLAZA VIEJA PLAN

COMMISSIONS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS

NEIGHBORHOOD BOUNDARY

CHALLENGES TO PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

GOALS, POLICIES AND STRATEGIES

CONCEPT PLAN

ACTIVITY CENTERS AND NEIGHBORHOODS

NEIGHBORHOOD POLICY AREAS

SINGLE FAMILY COTTAGES

3D VISUALIZATION OF TRANSITION AREA AND COMMERCIAL EDGE — HOUSING
3D VISUALIZATION OF TRANSITION AREA AND COMMERCIAL EDGE

Flagstaff Metropolitan Planning Organization Manager David Wessel continued the
presentation.

TRANSPORTATION — CLAY AVE. EXTENSION

HOW DID WE ARRIVE AT THE TRANSPORTATION SCENARIOS?
MICROSIMULATION RESULTS

SUMMARY

INTEGRATED TRANSPORTATION SCENARIOS — CONCEPT 1
INTEGRATED TRANSPORTATION SCENARIOS — CONCEPT 2

Ms. Dechter continued the presentation.

STREET CROSS SECTIONS — MINOR COLLECTOR
STREET CORSS SECTIONS — NEW LOCAL STREET
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STREET CROSS SECTIONS — MODIFIED CLAY AVENUE — LOCAL STREETS WITH FUTS
STREET CROSS SECTIONS - FUTS TRAIL EXAMPLE — MID-BLOCK
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Councilmember Overton asked if the land use types and building forms shown in the 3-D
models were examples of use types within today’s existing zoning right. Ms. Dechter
explained that because most of the parcels are Highway Commercial, using planned
residential developments or conditional use permits individuals or developers can accomplish
almost all of the shown building forms and types. Councilmember Overton stated that it raises
the question of how to help private property owners understand that these are types that may
be of interest and more fitting of the specific plan and the neighborhood but are not what may
actually happen. Ms. Dechter agreed stating that it was communicated during the public
meetings that existing rights and potential uses may not always be what the neighborhood
defined in the specific plan. The neighborhood feels that the plan allows a visualization of what
they want to see and that can be provided to developers to hopefully encourage them in that
direction but also understanding that it may not happen that way.

Mayor Nabours asked if there had there been any discussion about making the neighborhood
plan just apply to the area north of Clay. Ms. Dechter stated that the concept did come up for
discussion but not from people who owned property south of Clay. The concerns of the
business owners south of Clay were how the City was going to handle the transition area
versus a commercial edge.

Mayor Nabours asked if there is anything in the plan that is contradictory to the Regional Plan.
Ms. Dechter explained that the Regional Plan can be contradicting when applied to a small
area so it is hard to say if the Neighborhood Plan is in complete compliance with the Regional
Plan. The group worked really hard to find as many places to apply both the Neighborhood
Plan and the Regional Plan. Mayor Nabours stated that at some point in the future the Council
may get a request for rezoning or something else and the applicant points to a map in the
Regional Plan that shows one thing and the Neighborhood Plan shows another thing. He
noted that it would be helpful to look out for those types of things to avoid specific issues to this
area and the Regional Plan maps. Ms. Dechter explained that the maps adopted for the
Neighborhood Plan become more detailed than the Regional Plan and the intent is to clarify
the Regional Plan. Typically staff and Council would refer to the Neighborhood Plan over the
Regional Plan for this very reason.

Jesse Dominguez spoke on behalf of the La Plaza Vieja neighborhood in support of the plan.
He submitted his comments in writing to the Council and a copy is attached hereto.

Mayor Nabours stated that the public hearing is next week and asked Mr. Dominguez if he
could include his written comments into the public hearing record next week to which
Mr. Dominquez replied yes.

Councilmember Brewster thanked Mr. Dominguez for his work on the plan and for sticking with
it for as long as he did. She stated that the neighborhood and staff have come up with a good
plan that shows collaboration even when they have disagreed.

3. Public Participation

Public Participation enables the public to address the council about items that are not on the
prepared agenda. Public Participation appears on the agenda twice, at the beginning and at
the end of the work session. You may speak at one or the other, but not both. Anyone wishing
to comment at the meeting is asked to fill out a speaker card and submit it to the recording
clerk. When the item comes up on the agenda, your name will be called. You may address the
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Council up to three times throughout the meeting, including comments made during Public
Participation. Please limit your remarks to three minutes per item to allow everyone to have an
opportunity to speak. At the discretion of the Chair, ten or more persons present at the meeting
and wishing to speak may appoint a representative who may have no more than fifteen
minutes to speak.

Emily Davalos addressed Council with concerns for the move to have four votes required to
put an item on the agenda.

Katie Nelson addressed Council in regards to the water rate structure. Ms. D’Andrea stated
that the Council is unable to take public comment on an agendized item during public
participation and the comments need to be received at the time of the item. The public hearing
on water rates has been extended to the next meeting and she is welcome to speak at that
time.

Rudy Preston addressed Council in regards to the water rates and again, Ms. D’Andrea
reminded him and the public that no further comments will be taken at tonight's meeting
regarding water rates or the rate study. Mr. Preston then addressed Council with concerns
about moving to four votes required to put something on the Council agenda.

Rob Wilson addressed Council with concerns about moving to requiring four votes to place an
item on a future agenda.

4. Discussion regarding a proposed Intergovernmental Agreement between the City of
Flagstaff and the Summit Fire District for shared services.

Fire Chief Mark Gaillard introduced Summit Fire Board President Howard Knott, Summit Fire
Chief Don Howard, Summit Fire Battalion Chief Mike Bain and Summit Fire Captain and Board
Vice President Bill Dunlap. He then provided a PowerPoint presentation that covered the
following:

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT FOR MANAGEMENT SERVICES
THE SERVICE DILEMMA

AN OPPORTUNITY TO INNOVATE

TONIGHT’S OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT

SERVICE AND FIREFIGHTER SAFETY

SMALLER GOVERNMENT

FUTURE OPPORTUNITIES

ELEMENTS OF THE IGA

PROVIDE FIRE CHIEF/CHIEF OFFICER SERVICES
FLAGSTAFF DIRECT ADDITIONAL COSTS OF IGA
MAINTAINS LOCAL CONTROL

LINE AND STAFF

INTERIM ORGANIZATIONAL CHART

ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
SUMMARY

Vice Mayor Barotz Barotz asked how many employees Summit has. Chief Howard stated that
Summit has 36 Firefighters, three Battalion Chiefs, one Fire Chief, one Administrative Officer
and one Secretary.

Mayor Nabours asked what areas are covered by Summit Fire. Chief Howard stated that there
are three station on the east side and two stations along the 180 corridor.
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Councilmember Brewster asked what the Summit Fire employees think about the proposal
especially with Flagstaff having the Chief position. Chief Howard stated that there was concern
initially. As they were able to talk about it more and get information out to the staff as well as
introduce the resume of Chief Gaillard the staff ultimately voted in favor of it. Chief Gaillard
has the leadership skills needed to make this model successful.

Councilmember Putzova asked about the provisions in the IGA and the impacts should
Summit Fire or the City chose to return to the original model after two years. Chief Gaillard
stated that the idea is that this is a pilot program and the intent is to make this something
different and sustainable. In the event that either party does not want to continue after two
years Flagstaff would downsize and Summit Fire would hire a Fire Chief. Flagstaff Fire is
building capacity temporarily and this is constructed in a way that will allow them to move
people back if need be. Councilmember Putzova asked for any negative impacts with the
possible uncoupling. Chief Gaillard stated that there have been vast discussions about what
could go wrong and he is confident in saying that the risk is low and the upside seems very
high. If the two agencies uncouple the risks are low too; each agency would move back to the
positions they are currently in and move forward. His outlook is that the partnership will be
very favorable and good for both communities.

Councilmember Overton stated that the concept is a different one and feels a lot like an
annexation; the City is taking an outside community and absorbing it and taking on additional
responsibilities and implications. He expressed concern about the language of indemnification
in the IGA separating the role of the Flagstaff Deputy Chief from the concerns and complaints
of the district. He asked what insulates the Deputy Chief from taking on that responsibility and
criticism as an agent of the City of Flagstaff. Chief Gaillard stated that there is nothing that
insulates the Deputy Chief from taking that criticism. There are difficult things to deal with as
there are at the City and hard decisions will have to be made. There are strong management
practices in place and the hope is to take those into Summit Fire and apply them and have the
same results that have been found in the City department.

Councilmember Overton also expressed concerns about promoting Flagstaff employees with
the possibility of demoting them after two years if the program is not successful. Additionally,
he is concerned with not adding employees to help carry the workload; he would like to
understand what gets pushed aside or slips for the City of Flagstaff with taking on these new
responsibilities. Chief Gaillard stated that benchmarks have been identified that need to be
achieved. Staff and management will be able to identify early when performance starts to slip
due to the metrics that are in place to monitor performance. He added that the Deputy Fire
Chief position does not currently exist at Summit Fire and this particular arrangement would
not work without it. Councilmember Overton asked if Human Resources weighed in on the
proposal. Chief Gaillard stated that Human Resources did review the agreement and there
were a few initial concerns that have been resolved.

Councilmember Oravits asked how this arrangement would benefit Flagstaff. Chief Gaillard
stated that in the City organization he is struggling to find professional development
opportunities for the existing staff and this arrangement provides that opportunity. By taking an
existing Flagstaff Battalion Chief and giving them more and different responsibility as Deputy
Fire Chief, that creates a vacancy at the Battalion Chief level allowing for upward growth for
the existing staff. The other element is the opportunity to create capacity. If there are people
doing redundant jobs for the two departments, there may be opportunity to combine those
positions and create capacity elsewhere within the organizations.

Councilmember Oravits asked if there had been meetings with the community to discuss this
possibility. Chief Howard stated that Summit has had three community meetings where this
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opportunity has been discussed. People have been very interested in this and supportive of it
in terms of looking at a more regional approach.

Mayor Nabours asked why Summit just did not hire another person to fill the capacity of Fire
Chief. Chief Gaillard explained that Summit has had the opportunity to do that and they were in
the middle of a Chief search when these discussions began. Hiring a Chief eliminated the
opportunity for collaboration and the elimination of redundancy that this model will provide. It
was a consideration by the Summit Board that they stop the Chief hiring process because they
felt that this arrangement was something that should be explored.

Councilmember Putzova asked if the Chief could speak to how the process would work with
regard to reporting and how direction would be given. Chief Gaillard stated that the Summit
Board responsibility is very similar to that of a city council; they will provide policy direction
which will guide the operations of Summit Fire operations. Summit will continue to control their
resources. Mr. Copley added that the closest analogy he could give would be that the City
Library Director, who is also the County Librarian. This individual reports to a Board that is not
aligned directly with the City Manager and has a different set of policies but she also reports to
the City Manager and also adheres to the policies of the City of Flagstaff.

Councilmember Oravits stated that he would like additional time to process the concept and
formulate further questions. It is something that he is willing to explore further but feels there
are too many unanswered questions to make a decision tonight.

Councilmember Brewster suggested that an executive session be scheduled to allow Council
to discuss some of the legal ramifications of the agreement.

Councilmember Overton also stated that he needs time to consider the agreement and asked
for it to be brought back on a future agenda for decision.

5. Review of Draft Agenda Items for the October 20, 2015, City Council Meeting.*

* Public comment on draft agenda items will be taken at this time, at the discretion of the
Mayor.

None

6. Public Participation

None

7. Informational Items To/From Mayor, Council, and City Manager; future agenda item
requests.

Vice Mayor Barotz reported that she and the Mayor attended the Active Shooter Training put
on by Risk Management and it was a very well done training. She learned more about how to
handle that kind of situation than she thought was possible and found interesting that most of
the training was counter intuitive. She highly suggested that the others attend if they have a
chance to do so.

Councilmember Oravits reported that Representative David Gowan was in Flagstaff last
Thursday and the highlight of the visit was touring McMillan Mesa in regards to the Veterans
home. It was a good meeting and good conversation about the funding needed to carry the
project forward.
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Councilmember Evans requested a memo on what other future neighborhood plans are being
worked on now that La Plaza Vieja is nearing completion.

Mr. Copley reminded the Council of the Zoning Code Amendment special meeting on Monday,
October 19, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. He also reported that on October 22, 2015 at 10:00 a.m. at the

Museum of Northern Arizona there will be a signing of the final Record of Decision for the
Flagstaff Watershed Protection Program.

Councilmember Brewster stated that the memorial event at NAU was done very well. There
were probably 1,000 people and the three speakers did a great job.

8. Adjournment

The Work Session of the Flagstaff City Council held October 13, 2015, adjourned at 9:55 p.m.

MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY CLERK
CERTIFICATION
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
Coconino County )

I, ELIZABETH A. BURKE, do hereby certify that | am the City Clerk of the City of Flagstaff, County of
Coconino, State of Arizona, and that the above Minutes are a true and correct summary of the Meeting of
the Council of the City of Flagstaff held on October 13, 2015. | further certify that the Meeting was duly
called and held and that a quorum was present.

DATED this 17th day of November, 2015.

CITY CLERK



8. A.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Stacy Saltzburg, Deputy City Clerk
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Action on Liquor License Application: Lauren Merrett, "The Mayor", 409 S. San
Francisco St., Series 12 (restaurant), New License.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Hold the Public Hearing; absent any valid concerns received from the public hearing, staff
recommends the Council forward a recommendation for approval to the State.

Executive Summary:

The liquor license process begins at the State level and applications are then forwarded to the respective
municipality for posting of the property and holding a public hearing, after which the Council
recommendation is forwarded back to the State. A Series 12 license allows the holder of a restaurant
license to sell and serve spirituous liquor solely for consumption on the premises of an establishment
which derives at least forty percent (40%) of its gross revenue from the sale of food. The property has
been posted as required, and the Police, Community Development, and Sales Tax divisions have
reviewed the application with no concerns noted.

Financial Impact:
There is no budgetary impact to the City of Flagstaff as this is a recommendation to the State.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:
Liquor licenses are a regulatory action and there is no Council goal that applies.

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:
Not applicable.

Options and Alternatives:

1) Table the item if additional information or time is needed.

2) Make no recommendation.

3) Forward the application to the State with a recommendation for approval.

4) Forward the application to the State with a recommendation for denial, stating the reasons for such
recommendation.



Background/History:
An application for a new Series 12 liquor license was received from Lauren Merrett for The Mayor.

A background investigation performed by Sgt. Matt Wright of the Flagstaff Police Department resulted in
a recommendation for approval.

A background investigation performed by Tom Boughner, Code Compliance Manager, resulted in no
active code violations being reported.

A sales tax and licensing information review by Sandy Corder, Acting Revenue Director, resulted in
no objection to approval.

Key Considerations:

Because the application is for a new license, consideration may be given to both the location and the
applicant's personal qualifications.

A Series 12 license allows the holder of a restaurant license to sell and serve spirituous liquor solely for
consumption on the premises of an establishment which derives at least forty percent (40%) of its gross
revenue from the sale of food.

The deadline for issuing a recommendation on this application is November 27, 2015.

The applicant is not required to provide the distance between the applicant’s business and the nearest
church or school for government; and the State does not require a geological map or list of licenses in
the vicinity for any license series.

Expanded Financial Considerations:
This business will contribute to the tax base of the community.

Community Involvement:

The application was properly posted on October 28, 2015. No written protests have been received to
date.

Attachments: The Mayor - Letter to Applicant
Hearing Procedures
Series 12 Description
The Mayor - PD Memo
The Mayor - Tax Memo
The Mayor - Code Memo



OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

November 2, 2015

The Mayor

Attn: Lauren Merrett
736 S. Longmore St.
Chandler, AZ 86001

Dear Ms. Merrett:

Your application for a new Series 12 liquor license for The Mayor at 409 S. San Francisco, was
posted on October 28, 2015. The City Council will consider the application at a public hearing
during their regularly scheduled City Council Meeting on Tuesday, November 17, 2015 which
begins at 4:00 p.m.

It is important that you or your representative attend this Council Meeting and be prepared to
answer any questions that the City Council may have. Failure to be available for questions could
result in a recommendation for denial of your application. We suggest that you contact your legal
counsel or the Department of Liquor Licenses and Control at 602-542-5141 to determine the
criteria for your license. To help you understand how the public hearing process will be
conducted, we are enclosing a copy of the City’s liquor license application hearing procedures.

The twenty-day posting period for your liquor license application is set to expire on October 17,
2015 and the application may be removed from the premises at that time.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at 928-213-2077.

Sincerely,

Stacy Saltzburg
Deputy City Clerk

Enclosure



City of Flagstaff

Liquor License Application
Hearing Procedures

1.  When the matter is reached at the Council meeting, the presiding officer will open the
public hearing on the item.

2.  The presiding officer will request that the Applicant come forward to address the Council
regarding the application in a presentation not exceeding ten (10) minutes. Council may
question the Applicant regarding the testimony or other evidence provided by the
Applicant.

3. The presiding officer will then ask whether City staff have information to present to the
Council regarding the application. Staff should come forward at this point and present
information to the Council in a presentation not exceeding ten (10) minutes. Council may
question City staff regarding the testimony or other evidence provided by City staff.

4.  Other parties, if any, may then testify, limited to three (3) minutes per person. Council may
question these parties regarding the testimony they present to the Council.

5. The Applicant may make a concise closing statement to the Council, limited to five (5)
minutes. During this statement, Council may ask additional questions of the Applicant.

6.  City staff may make a concise closing statement to the Council, limited to five (5) minutes.
During this statement, Council may ask additional questions of City Staff.

7. The presiding officer will then close the public hearing.
8.  The Council will then, by motion, vote to forward the application to the State with a

recommendation of approval, disapproval, or shall vote to forward with no
recommendation.

GAO02 2005-350/060321



R19-1-702. Determining Whether to Grant a License for a Certain Location

A.

To determine whether public convenience requires and the best interest of the
community will be substantially served by issuing or transferring a license at a particular
unlicensed location, local governing authorities and the Board may consider the following
criteria;

1.

10.

11.

12.

Petitions and testimony from individuals who favor or oppose issuance of a license
and who reside in, own, or lease property within one mile of the proposed
premises;

Number and types of licenses within one mile of the proposed premises;
Evidence that all necessary licenses and permits for which the applicant is eligible
at the time of application have been obtained from the state and all other

governing bodies;

Residential and commercial population of the community and its likelihood of
increasing, decreasing, or remaining static;

Residential and commercial population density within one mile of the proposed
premises;

Evidence concerning the nature of the proposed business, its potential market,
and its likely customers;

Effect on vehicular traffic within one mile of the proposed premises;

Compatibility of the proposed business with other activity within one mile of the
proposed premises;

Effect or impact on the activities of businesses or the residential neighborhood that
might be affected by granting a license at the proposed premises;

History for the past five years of liquor violations and reported criminal activity at
the proposed premises provided that the applicant received a detailed report of the
violations and criminal activity at least 20 days before the hearing by the Board;

Comparison of the hours of operation at the proposed premises to the hours of
operation of existing businesses within one mile of the proposed premises; and

Proximity of the proposed premises to licensed childcare facilities as defined by
A.R.S. § 36-881.

This Section is authorized by A.R.S. § 4-201(l).



License Types: Series 12 Restaurant License

Non-transferable
On-sale retail privileges
Note: Terms in BOLD CAPITALS are defined in the glossary.

PURPOSE:

Allows the holder of a restaurant license to sell and serve spirituous liquor solely for
consumption on the premises of an establishment which derives at least forty percent (40%)
of its gross revenue from the sale of food.

ADDITIONAL RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES:

An applicant for a restaurant license must file a copy of its restaurant menu and Restaurant
Operation Plan with the application. The Plan must include listings of all restaurant equipment
and service items, the restaurant seating capacity, and other information requested by the
department to substantiate that the restaurant will operate in compliance with Title 4.

The licensee must notify the Department, in advance, of any proposed changes in the seating
capacity of the restaurant or dimensions of a restaurant facility.

A restaurant licensee must maintain complete restaurant services continually during the hours
of selling and serving of spirituous liquor, until at least 10:00 p.m. daily, if any spirituous liquor
is to be sold and served up to 2:00 a.m.

On any original applications, new managers and/or the person responsible for the day-to-day
operations must attend a basic and management training class.

A licensee acting as a RETAIL AGENT, authorized to purchase and accept DELIVERY of
spirituous liquor by other licensees, must receive a certificate of registration from the
Department.

A PREGNANCY WARNING SIGN for pregnant women consuming spirituous liquor must be
posted within twenty (20) feet of the cash register or behind the bar.

A log must be kept by the licensee of all persons employed at the premises including each
employee's name, date and place of birth, address and responsibilities.

Bar, beer and wine bar, and restaurant licensees must pay an annual surcharge of $20.00.
The money collected from these licensees will be used by the Department for an auditor to
review compliance by restaurants with the restaurant licensing provisions of ARS 4-205.02.


http://www.azliquor.gov/licensing/glossary.asp

MEMORANDUM

Memo # 15-114-01

TO: Chief Kevin Treadway

FROM: Sgt. Matt Wright

DATE: October 28, 2015

RE: LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION - Series 12 Restaurant — for “The
Mayor

On October 28, 2015, I initiated an investigation into an application for a series 12 (restaurant)
liquor license filed by Lauren Merrett (Agent), Ryan Field, Jarred Field, Timothy Pacatte, and
Brian Terpay (Controlling Persons). Lauren Merrett is the listed Agent on the license for
administrative purposes only and will not be active in the day to day operations. The applicants
have taken over the business located at 409 S. San Francisco. The previous business called The
Patio has gone out of business as of June 22, 2015. The applicants are completing renovations at
this location. This is an application for a series 12 restaurant license #12033388 which is
currently operating with an interim permit until this new license is approved by the State Liquor
Department.

I conducted a query through local systems and public access on Lauren Merrett (Agent), Ryan
Field, Jarred Field, Timothy Pacatte, and Brian Terpay and nothing negative was found on Jarred
Field or Timothy Pacatte. Ryan Field was found to have been arrested for DUI in 2005 which
was ultimately dismissed. Brian Terpay stated he was arrested in 2005 for a DUI which he plead
guilty to and the charge was reduced to reckless driving. Ryan Field will be assisting in the day
to day operation of the restaurant. Ryan has completed the mandatory liquor law training course
and provided proof.

No liquor law violations could be located for The Patio. I did find that part owner Ryan Field is
also part owner in several restaurants in Arizona and Colorado. | found Ryan has ownership of
six other restaurants in Arizona, two in Colorado, and one in Kansas. Ryan listed nine liquor
violations of which the businesses he was part owner in were either warned or fined. The most
recent violation was dated January 2014. Ryan Field, Jarred Field, Timothy Pacatte, and Brian
Terpay are all part owners of Taverna Greek Grill, The Oakmont and Field House Chicken and
Waffles are all located in Flagstaff. | found Taverna received two liquor law violations for not
having a manager’s agreement on file and another for removal of spirituous liquor from license
premise, both fines were paid on January 2014. No other liquor violations could be located on
the other applicants.

As a result of this investigation, a recommendation to Council would be for approval.



Liquor License Memo

To:  Stacy Saltzberg, Deputy City Clerk
From: Sandy Corder, Interim Revenue Director
Date: October 28, 2015

Re:  Series 12 Liquor License — The Mayor

| have reviewed our records for The Mayor and | have no objection to approval of this
liquor license.

® Page 1



Planning and Development Services Memorandum

November 3, 2015

TO: Stacy Saltzburg, Deputy City Clerk

THROUGH: Roger E. Eastman, AICP, Comprehensive Planning and Code
Administrator

FROM: Tom Boughner, Code Compliance Mg‘rﬁ—

RE: Application for Liquor License #12033388

409 South San Francisco Street, Flagstaff, Arizona 86001
Assessor’s Parcel Number 103-15-025
Lauren Kay Merrett on behalf of The Mayor restaurant.

This application is a request for a new, Series 12 Restaurant liquor license, by
Lauren Merrett on behalf of The Mayor. This restaurant is located within the
Community Commercial district. This district does allow for this use.

There are no active Zoning Code violations associated with the applicant or the
property at this time.

This liquor license is recommended for approval.

The Mayor, series 12, 409 South San Francisco St. November 3, 2015



GIS Mapping Application Page 1 of 2

BEAGSTAFF GIS Mapping Application

103-15-014
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9. A

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Rick Compau, Purchasing Director
Co-Submitter: Mark Richardson

Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Approval of Sole Source Purchase: Utilities Industrial Grade Water Work
Supplies (Approve purchase from HD Supply, Inc. in an amount up to $379,418).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the purchase of utilities industrial grade water works supplies from HD Supply, Inc. per the
attached list of items at the negotiated pricing.

Executive Summary:

The purchase of these industrial grade water work supplies are critical to the Water Services Section,
under the Utilities Division, to repair or replace both water and sewer infrastructure, due to old
deteriorating infrastructure, broken or damaged infrastructure caused by cold weather climate and
various other causes of breakage or damage to utility infrastructure.

Financial Impact:

The funding for these industrial grade water works supplies is budgeted in FY 2016 in several accounts
that involve up to eight (8) programs, but is mainly funded through account numbers
202-08-303-1051-0-4360, 202-08-303-1052-0-4360, 202-08-303-1054-0-4237 and
202-08-303-1055-0-4360. The total FY2016 budget for these four (4) accounts equals $379,418.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

2) Ensure Flagstaff has a long-term water supply for current and future needs

3) Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient
and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

11) Ensure that we are as prepared as possible for extreme weather events

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:
No



Options and Alternatives:

1) Approve the contract with HD Supply, Inc.

2) Not approve the Contract with HD Supply, Inc. and direct staff to conduct a competitive bid process.
This option could result in a vendor outside the City of Flagstaff being the lowest bidder, but they would
not have a Flagstaff location for our City utility staff to stop by and pick up the industrial grade water work
supplies they need for a job they are working on. Since the City's Central Warehouse has been
re-purposed to the Police Department, we no longer inventory these industrial grade water work supplies.

Background/History:

The City's Central Warehouse facility used to be operated by the purchasing Section in which 90% of the
inventory was industrial grade water work supplies (e.g., pipe, fittings, bushings, valves, meters, erts, fire
hydrants, and other industrial grade water work supplies) necessary to repair or replace water and sewer
infrastructure. The Water Services Section, under the Utilities Division, used to requisition these
industrial grade water work supplies from the Central Warehouse where these types of items were
inventoried to maintain a high fill rate percentage.

In the Spring of 2015, we conducted more in depth monitoring of our Warehouse operation and it
became evident that, given the insignificant amount of inventory, it did not make sense to carry
inventory due to carrying costs associated with inventory, as well as the work involved with monitoring
and maintaining inventory control measures. We have a local vendor who already inventories these
items in large quantities and we were purchasing a significant amount of these items through them
anyway. In addition, given a relatively low level workload, it did not make sense to have a full-time
Warehouse Technician/Buyer working out at the Warehouse when we could better utilize this position at
City Hall assisting with the workload involving formal solicitations.

Given this assessment of our Central Warehouse operation, a decision was made to close down our
Central Warehouse as a storage area for inventory and utilize industrial grade water work vendors to
inventory these items for us. We then re-purposed the Central Warehouse to the Police Department,
as they were in need of more facility space to store police evidence.

Approximately 90% of the industrial grade water work inventory in the Central Warehouse were
purchased from three (3) different vendors, based on competitive bidding. Two (2) of these vendors are
located outside of Flagstaff. This worked out fine, as these three vendors shipped our orders to the
Central Warehouse where they were received and stocked in inventory and our City's Water Services
Section staff would go to the Central Warehouse and requisition items on an as needed basis. Because
of the City's decision to transition out of the central warehousing operation and re-purpose the

Central Warehouse to the City's police Department, we needed a vendor in the Flagstaff area who
inventory the critical industrial grade water work supplies for our City's Water Services Section staff to
stop by and requisition what they need for the work they are doing on any given day.

After conducting extensive research, it was determined that HD Supply, Inc. is currently the only local
Flagstaff vendor who is

authorized distributors inventory and for the industrial grade water work supplies used by the Water
Services Section, under the Utilities Division.



Key Considerations:

The Water Services Section, under the Utilities Division, have a critical need for various industrial grade
water work supplies necessary to repair and replace the City's water and sewer infrastructure and need a
local Flagstaff vendor who are authorized distributors of the industrial water work supplies they need.
Currently, HD Supply, Inc. is the only local Flagstaff vendor who can inventory and provide these critical
industrial grade water works supplies.

Community Benefits and Considerations:

Having industrial grade water works supplies readily available for our City's Water Services Section to
repair, replace and maintain the City's water and sewer infrastructure as a service to our community.

Community Involvement:
None

Expanded Options and Alternatives:

Attachments: Sole Source Justification
Offer and Contract Award
Price List



City of Flagstaff
Management Services Division
Purchasing Section

SOLE SOURCE JUSTIFICATION

The City’s Purchasing Section used to manage and operate the City’s Central
Warehouse (CW), where approximately 90% of the inventory items were utility
industrial grade water work supplies. Research strongly suggested that it would
make good business sense to transition out of the Warehousing/Distribution
operation and utilize a vendor to inventory these items for the City.

This transition out of the CW provides the following benefits to the City: 1.) The City
would eliminate the inventory carrying costs associated with stocking and
maintaining inventory, 2.) It allowed us to bring that Warehouse/Buyer position over
to City Hall to increase our staffing to assist in handling the more complex formal
solicitations (while remaining budget neutral), 3.) Our end users who requisitioned
stock items from the Central Warehouse will be able to use their P-card to make
their purchases from the Vendors who now are carrying this inventory for us, and
4.) We re-purposed the Central Warehouse to the Police Department (PD), as they
were in need of additional space for police evidence storage and other PD related
storage.

As we formulated our transition plan, we determined that it would require that we
utilize a local Flagstaff Vendor to inventory the utility industrial water work supply
items that are requisitioned frequently by our Ultilities Division who rely on quite a
few items that they need on a daily basis and can go and purchase from a local
Flagstaff location. In order to satisfy their needs, our transition plan involved
identifying local Flagstaff Vendors, who inventory the stock items we have
historically carried in the CW and conduct a competitive procurement process. As
it turns out, HD Supply, Inc. was determined to be a sole source vendor located in
Flagstaff for utility industrial water work supplies. The City’s sole source
determination was based on the following:

HD Supply, Inc. is currently the only Flagstaff vendor that stocks the variety of
products that meet and follow the City of Flagstaff design and construction
standards and specifications.

While there are other manufacturers and distributors with similar products, the
inventory kept at our Flagstaff location is specific to the region in terms of
distribution.

Industrial water work products are a niche market requiring a water works
distributor to support its product lines. This makes these types of products not
available and accessible by any standard plumbing store or chain retail store like
Home Depot or Ace Hardware because of the City’s critical need for larger
diameter sizes.




City of Flagstaff
Management Services Division
Purchasing Section




OFFER AND CONTRACT AWARD

Submit the original of this form to the City.

OFFER

UTILITIES INDUSTRIAL GRADE WATER WORK SUPPLIES
TO THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF:

The Undersigned hereby offers and agrees to furnish the products, materials, services or construction in compliance
with all terms, conditions, specifications and amendments in the Offer, this Agreement, any terms referenced in the
Purchase Order, including Standard Terms and Conditions, and any written exceptions in the Offer (the “Contract
Documents”). Undersigned also certifies by signing and submitting this Offer and Agreement that Undersigned has the
legal authority to enter into a contract with the City.

For clarification of this offer, contact: E-Mail Address:

Name: Federal ID Number:

Phone: Fax No.:

Company Name Signature of Person Authorized to Sign Offer
Address Printed Name

City State Zip Title

Type of Legal Entity (select applicable box)
Date:

[Corporation  [JLLC [JPartnership
[JSole Proprietor [_]JOther

ACCEPTANCE OF OFFER AND CONTRACT AWARD (For City of Flagstaff Use Only)
Your offer is hereby accepted.

Vendor is now bound to sell the products, materials, services or construction listed by the attached award
notice based upon the solicitation and all Contract Documents, including all bid and contract terms,
conditions, specifications, amendments, etc., which are incorporated herein by reference, and Vendor's offer
as accepted by the City of Flagstaff.

This Agreement shall henceforth be referred to as Contract No. 2016-28. Vendor is hereby cautioned not to
commence any billable work or provide any products, materials, services or construction under this
Agreement until Vendor receives an executed purchase order.

Awarded this day of 2015.

Josh Copley, City Manager



City of Flagstaff City of

Purchasing Section City of Flagstaff

11-Sep-15 HD Supply Discounted Price Sheet HD Supply Flagstaff Price After Discount

Retail Price Price Discount % uov Part Number

285-035-0001 [WATER METER FIRE HYDRANT 3" $ 1,178.57 1,160.00 18.57 0.02 EA 1

285-035-0002 [GASKET METER FULL FLANGE 1.5" RUBBER $ - 0.67 -0.67 EA 4-7651-05

285-035-0003 [GASKET METER FULL FLANGE 2" RUBBER $ - 0.73 -0.73 EA 4-7652-05 2"RUBBER

285-035-0004 |GASKET METER 1 X 1/8 RUBBER $ - 0.12 -0.12 EA 4-6293

340-060-0020 |MUEL STEM O RING A12/H93 CENT/IMP 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 | $ 6.75 1.87 4.88 0.72 EA A-12 CENTURION IMPRO

340-060-0021 [MUEL STEM PIN A33 CENT 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 7.57 0.00 7.57 EA A-33 CENT A423 5-1/4
MUEL STUFF BOX/BONNET GAS H59/A10 CENT/IMP 5-

340-060-0022 (1/4 $ 14.46 6.34 8.12 0.56 EA H59/A10 CENT A423

340-060-0023 |MUEL UPPER STEM A11 CENT 5-1/4 1977-1986 $ 151.98 95.33 56.65 0.37 EA A-11 CENT A423 5-1/4

340-060-0024 |[MUEL UPPER STEM H-74 IMP THREAD 5-1/4 $ 177.55 120.66 56.89 0.32 EA H74 CENT A423 5-1/4

340-060-0044 |MUEL CLEVIS PIN A30/H136 CENT/IMP 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 9.32 5.67 3.65 0.39 EA A30

340-060-0045 [MUEL COTTER PIN A29/H137 CENT/IMP 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 | $ 1.47 0.85 0.62 0.42 EA A-29

340-060-0046 |MUEL EXTENSION KIT 12" CENT A-320-010 5-1/4 $ 473.68 300.00 173.68 0.37 KIT A320-010 NEW STYLE
MUEL HOSE NOZZLE GASKET A19/H72 CENT/IMP 4.5-

340-060-0048 |5.25 $ - 2.00 -2.00 EA A19/H72 A423 5-1/4
MUEL LOWER STEM 3'6" BURY H79 IMP THREAD 4.5-

340-060-0049 (5.25 $ 111.85 54.75 57.10 0.51 EA H-79 3'6"
MUEL MAIN VALVE H88/A45 CENT/IMP 5-1/4 PRIOR

340-060-0051 |1997 $ 134.36 80.62 53.74 0.40 EA H-88/A45 192913

340-060-0052 [MUEL PUMPER NOZZLE GASKET H68/A15 CENT/IMP $ - 4.10 -4.10 EA H-68/A15
MUEL SAFETY FLANGE GASKET H76/A27 CENT/IMP 4-

340-060-0053 [1/2 $ 14.47 10.95 3.52 0.24 EA H-76/A27 199004
MUEL SAFETY FLANGE GASKET H76/A27 CENT/IMP 5-

340-060-0054 (1/4 $ - 10.95 -10.95 EA H-76/A27 198358

340-060-0056 |MUEL SAFETY FLANGE H77/A28 CENT/IMP 5-1/4 $ 72.18 57.00 15.18 0.21 PR H-77/A28

340-060-0057 [MUEL SAFETY FLANG REP KIT A301 CENT/IMP 5-1/4" $ 159.92 191.84 -31.92 -0.20 KIT A-301

340-060-0058 |MUEL SAFETY SLEEVE BRASS H95 IMP 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 41.98 18.90 23.08 0.55 EA H-95

340-060-0059 |MUEL STEEL SAFE STEM COUP A25/H125 CENT/IMP $ 65.10 0.00 65.10 EA A-25/H125

340-060-0060 |MUEL BRASS SAFE STEM COUP H75IMP 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 | § 95.78 37.30 58.48 0.61 EA H-75




MUEL C.I. SAFE STEM COUP H97 IMPROVED 4-1/2& 5-

340-060-0061 |1/4 $ 138.16 5.00 133.16 0.96 EA H-97
MUEL SEAT RING/MET GASKET H86&H87 IMPROVED 4-
340-060-0062 |1/2 $ 209.62 168.35 41.27 0.20 EA H-87 & H-86
340-060-0063 |MUEL SEAT RING/MET GSK H86&H87 IMPROVED 5-1/4 | $ 269.00 174.50 94.50 0.35 EA H-87 & H-86
340-060-0064 |MUEL SET SCREW H94 IMP 4-1/2&5-1/4 $ 3.11 1.50 l1.61 0.52 EA H-94
340-060-0067 [WAT EXTENSION KIT 12" PACER WB-67 K-562 $ 503.20 432.82 70.38 0.14 KIT EXT KIT 12"
340-060-0068 |WAT EXTENSION KIT 18" PACER WB-67 K-562 $ 607.92 503.29 104.63 0.17 KIT EXT KIT 18"
340-060-0069 |WAT EXTENSION KIT 24" PACER WB-67 K-562 $ 687.48 380.20 307.28 0.45 KIT EXT KIT 24"
340-060-0070 |WAT FLANGE LOCK RING #64 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 16.27 10.90 5.37 0.33 EA #64
340-060-0071 |WAT GROOVE PIN #81 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 2.44 2.00 0.44 0.18 EA #81
340-060-0072 |WAT LOWER ROD #72 PACER WB-67 3.5' BURY $ 299.31 170.00 129.31 0.43 EA #72
340-060-0073 |WAT LOWER TUBE SEAL #83 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 2.44 2.00 0.44 0.18 EA #83
340-060-0075 |WAT NUT 5/8" #6C PACER WB-67 DO NOT REORDE $ 4.88 0.00 4.88 1.00 EA #6C
340-060-0076 |WAT O RING PACKING #57 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 2.44 2.93 -0.49 -0.20 EA #57
340-060-0078 |WAT STOP NUT #86 OPEN LEFT WB-67 5-1/4 $ 6.51 3.78 2.73 0.42 EA #86
340-060-0079 |WAT SUPPORT GASKET #84 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 9.76 7.65 211 0.22 EA #84
340-060-0080 |WAT SUPPORT TUBE #85 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 89.47 56.40 33.07 0.37 EA #85
340-060-0081 |WAT SUPPORT WHEEL #56 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 202.52 115.13 87.39 0.43 EA #56
340-060-0082 |WAT UPPER STANDPIPE #40 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 318.83 220.40 98.43 0.31 EA #40
340-060-0083 |WAT UPPER OPERAT NUT #17B PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 90.28 54.29 35.99 0.40 EA #178B
340-060-0085 |WAT UPPER STDPIPE GAS #92 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 9.76 7.65 2.11 0.22 EA #92
340-060-0086 |WAT UPPER TUBE SEAL #82 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 2.44 6.76 -4.32 -1.77 EA #82
340-060-0087 |WAT VALVE SEAT #31 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 373.32 275.00 98.32 0.26 EA #31
WAT SM HEAD HEX BOLT #6A PACER WB-67 5-1/4 3-
340-060-0088 |3/4" $ 29.28 3.71 25.57 0.87 EA PACER #6A
340-060-0091 |WAT STDPIPE/EXT FLANG #63 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 94.35 61.89 32.46 0.34 EA #63
340-060-0092 |WAT BRASS COUP NUT #87 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 4.07 3.16 0.91 0.22 EA #87
WAT BREAKABLE COUP SLEEVE #67PACER WB-67 5-1/4
340-060-0093 |PAIR $ 87.84 20.00 67.84 0.77 PR #67
340-060-0094 |WAT COUPLING STUD #88 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 8.95 5.40 3.55 0.40 EA #88
340-060-0095 |WAT BRONZE CROSSARM #30 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 112.24 88.00 24.24 0.22 EA #30
340-060-0096 |WAT DRAIN PLUNGER #7 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 31.72 23.00 8.72 0.27 EA #7
340-060-0097 |WAT EXTENSION KIT 6" PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 444.72 368.18 76.54 0.17 EA EXT KIT 6"




340-060-0098 |MUEL LOWER STEM 3'6" BURY CENT 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 A31| $ 106.91 53.90 53.01 0.50 EA A-31
340-060-0100 |WAT HEX HEAD BOLT #6 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 3" $ 9.76 5.00 4.76 0.49 EA #6
340-060-0104 |WAT LOWER ROD #72 4.5' BURY WB-67 5-1/4 $ 299.31 190.00 109.31 0.37 EA #72
340-060-0105 |WAT LOCK RING CLAMP #62 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 9.76 6.86 2.90 0.30 EA #62
340-060-0107 |WAT FLANGE GASKET F/SHOE #5 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 8.95 8.05 0.90 0.10 EA #5

WAT LOWER OPERATING NUT #17A PACER WB-67 5-
340-060-0108 |1/4 $ 67.51 49.00 18.51 0.27 EA #17A
340-060-0109 |WAT BREAKABLE FLANGE #113 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 52.87 36.31 16.56 0.31 EA #113
340-060-0110 |FIRE HYDRANT 5-1/2' BURY 66" BURY NO TAX $ 2,528.00 1,582.15 945.85 0.37 EA PACER WB67
340-060-0112 [FIRE HYDRANT 5' BURY 60" BURY NO TAX § 2,474.67 1,547.93 926.74 0.37 EA PACER WB67
340-060-0113 [FIRE HYDRANT 6' BURY 72" BURY NO TAX $ 2,581.34 1,641.59 939.75 0.36 EA PACER WB67

CLOW OP NUT THRUST BEARIN #M2 MED F-2546-5B 5-
340-060-0115 |1/4 $ 1.49 0.77 0.72 0.48 EA M2 F-2546-5B 5-1/4"
340-060-0116 |CLOW OPERATING NUT #M3 MED F2546-5B 5-1/4 $ 127.68 91.33 36.35 0.28 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B
340-060-0117 |CLOW SS SAFE COUP COTTER PINS M9 MED 5-1/4 $ 0.75 0.66 0.09 0.12 EA M9 MEDAL F-2546-5B
340-060-0118 |CLOW SAFETY STEM COUPLING M10 MED 5-1/4 $ 45.54 19.52 26.02 0.57 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B
340-060-0119 |CLOW SAFETY COUPLING PINS M11 MED 5-1/4 $ 3.73 1.71 2.02 0.54 EA MEDALLION M11 5-1/4"
340-060-0120 |CLOW DRAIN VALVE FACING SCREW M15 MED 5-1/4 $ 0.75 0.55 0.20 0.27 EA MEDALLION M15 5-1/4
340-060-0121 |CLOW DRAIN VALVE FACING M16 MED 5-1/4 $ 6.72 4.98 1.74 0.26 EA MEDALLION M16 5-1/4"
340-060-0123 |CLOW OPERATING NUT O RING M1 MED 5-1/4 $ 6.72 4.32 2.40 0.36 EA MEDALLION M1 5-1/4"
340-060-0124 |CLOW STEM O RING M31 MED 5-1/4 $ 0.75 0.33 0.42 0.56 EA MEDALLION M31 5-1/4"
340-060-0125 |CLOW BONNET O RING M32 MED 5-1/4 $ 2.98 2.65 0.33 0.11 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B
340-060-0126 |CLOW PUMPER NOZZLE GASKET M37 MED 5-1/4 $ 2.98 1.88 1.10 0.37 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B
340-060-0127 |CLOW HOSE NOZZEL GASKET M42 MED 5-1/4 $ 1.49 0.71 0.78 0.52 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B
340-060-0128 |CLOW HOSE NOZZLE LOCK M39 MED 5-1/4 $ 4.48 0.33 4.15 0.93 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B
340-060-0129 |CLOW HOSE NOZZLE O RING M40 MED 5-1/4 $ 0.75 0.38 0.37 0.49 EA MEDALLION F2546-5B
340-060-0130 |CLOW HOSE NOZZLE M41 MED 5-1/4 $ 103.04 35.25 67.79 0.66 EA MEDALLION F2546-5B
340-060-0131 |CLOW HOSE NOZZLE CAP M43 MED 5-1/4 $ 64.96 25.05 39.91 0.61 EA F-2546-5B MEDALLION
340-060-0132 |CLOW SAFETY FLANGE O RING M47 MED 5-1/4 $ 2.98 2.90 0.08 0.03 EA MEDALLION 5-1/4"
340-060-0133 |CLOW SAFETY FLANGE M49 MED 5-1/4 $ 53.76 47.70 6.06 0.11 PR F-2546-5B MEDALLION
340-060-0134 |CLOW EXTENSION KIT 12" MED F2546-5B 5-1/4 $ 496.26 216.25 280.01 0.56 EA EXTENSION KIT 12"
340-060-0135 |CLOW EXTENSION KIT 6" MED F-2546-5B 5-1/4 $ 424.98 265.98 159.00 0.37 EA MEDALLION F-2546-5B

MUEL STUFF BOX/BONNET GAS H59/A10 CENT/IMP 4-
340-060-0144 |1/2 $ 14.46 8.90 5.56 0.38 EA H59 CENT A421




MUEL DRAIN VALVE FACING A34/H81 CENT/IMP 4.5-

340-060-0145 [5.25 $ 3.40 3.04 0.36 0.11 EA A34 CENT 5-1/4

MUEL DRAIN VALVE FACING SCREW A35/H82 4-1/2&5-
340-060-0147 |1/4 $ 1.47 0.73 0.74 0.50 EA A35 CENTURION 5-1/4
340-060-0149 |MUEL HOLD DOWN NUT O RING A3/H101 CENT/IMP $ 6.75 3.72 3.03 0.45 EA A3 CENTURION
340-060-0150 |MUEL BONNET O RING A5/H100 CENT/IMP $ 6.75 2.98 3.77 0.56 EA A5 CENTURION
340-060-0151 |MUEL ANTI-FRICTION WASHER A6 CENT 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 | $ 2.00 1.44 0.56 0.28 EA A6 CENTURION
340-060-0152 |MUEL OIL FILLER PLUG A7/H38 CENT/IMP 4.5-5.25 $ 3.51 2.00 1.51 0.43 EA A7 CENTURION
340-060-0153 |MUEL DRAIN RING HOUSING GASK A38 CENT 5-1/4 $ 15.82 5.43 10.39 0.66 EA A38 CENTURION 5-1/4
340-060-0154 |MUEL DRAIN RING HOUSING GASK A38 CENT 4-1/2 $ 15.82 3.52 12.30 0.78 EA A38 CENTURION 4-1/2
340-060-0155 |MUEL TOP SEAT O RING A39 CENT 5-1/4 $ 6.75 3.00 3.75 0.56 EA A39 CENTURION
340-060-0156 |CLOW PUMPER NOZZLE LOCK M34 5-1/4 $ 4.48 0.60 3.88 0.87 EA M34 F2546-5B 5-1/4
340-060-0157 |CLOW PUMPER NOZZLE O RING M35 MED 5-1/4 $ 3.73 1.98 1.75 0.47 EA M35 F2546-5B 5-1/4
340-060-0158 |CLOW PUMPER NOZZLE M36 MED 5-1/4 $ 226.24 108.02 118.22 0.52 EA M36 F2546-5B 5-1/4
340-060-0159 |MUEL EXT STEM 18" IMP THREAD 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 144.40 27.45 116.95 0.81 EA EXT STEM 18"
340-060-0160 |MUEL EXT STEM 24" IMP THREAD 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 154.76 37.47 117.29 0.76 EA IMPROVED
340-060-0161 |MUEL EXT STEM 12" IMP THREAD 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 138.75 79.00 59.75 0.43 EA IMPROVED
340-060-0162 |MUEL EXT STEM 6" IMP THREAD 4-1/2 & 5-1/4 $ 127.30 76.00 51.30 0.40 EA IMPROVED
340-060-0164 |MUEL EXT KIT 4-1/2 X 6 MODELS PRIOR TO 1972 $ 366.02 308.59 57.43 0.16 EA A319-00-006
340-060-0169 [FIRE HYDRANT 4' BURY 48" BURY NO TAX $§  2,366.67 1,479.27 887.40 0.37 EA WB67 PACER 5-1/4
340-060-0170 |MUEL NOZZLE LOCK A13 CENT 5-1/4 $ 0.65 0.69 -0.04 -0.06 EA A13 CENTURION 5-1/4'
340-060-0171 |MUEL BOTTOM SEAT O RING A44 CENT 5-1/4 $ 6.75 3.72 3.03 0.45 EA A44 CENTURION 5-1/4'
340-060-0172 |MUEL BR HOSE NOZZLE 2.5" A18 CENT 5-1/4 $ 61.95 33.42 28.53 0.46 EA A18 5-1/4"
340-060-0173 |MUEL PUMPER NOZZLE O RING A16 CENT 5-1/4 $ 6.75 3.62 3.13 0.46 EA Al6
340-060-0174 |MUEL HOSE NOZZLE O RING A20 CENT 5-1/4 $ 3.40 1.83 1.57 0.46 EA A20
340-060-0175 |WAT HOSE NOZZLE O RING #118 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 8.95 7.18 1.77 0.20 EA #118

WAT PUMPER NOZZLE O RING #116 PACER WB-67 5-
340-060-0176 |1/4 $ 9.76 3.75 6.01 0.62 EA #116

WAT HOSE NOZZLE RETAINER #119 NST PACER WB-67
340-060-0177 [5.25 $ 40.67 33.00 7.67 0.19 EA #119

WAT PUMPER NOZZLE RETAINE #117 NST PACER WB-
340-060-0178 67 5.25 $ 52.87 38.00 14.87 0.28 EA #117
340-060-0179 |WAT HOSE NOZZLE 2-1/2" #12 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 112.24 82.00 30.24 0.27 EA #12
340-060-0182 |WAT UPPER STANDPIPE FLANG #62B PACER 250 5-1/4 | $ 70.76 40.00 30.76 0.43 EA #62B




340-060-0183 |CLOW THRUST NUT O RING M28 MED 5-1/4 $ 0.75 0.61 0.14 0.19 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0184 |CLOW UPPER STEM O RING M6 MED 5-1/4 $ 0.75 0.66 0.09 0.12 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0185 |CLOW UPPER STEM M7 MED 5-1/4 $ 146.34 129.85 16.49 0.11 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0187 |CLOW UPPER SEAT O RING M18 MED 5-1/4 $ 8.96 7.95 1.01 0.11 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0188 |CLOW BRONZE SEAT RING M19 MED 5-1/4 $ 347.94 308.73 39.21 0.11 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0189 |CLOW LOWER SEAT O RING M20 MED 5-1/4 $ 19.04 5.30 13.74 0.72 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0190 |CLOW THRUST NUT SETSCREW M58 MED 5-1/4 $ 2.24 1.30 0.94 0.42 EA F-2546-5B
340-060-0191 |MUEL SAFE FLANGE REPAIR KIT IMP 4-1/2 $ 159.92 98.00 61.92 0.39 EA A300-00
340-060-0192 |MUEL EXT KIT 4-1/2 X 12 A319-010 CENT $ 425.68 308.59 117.09 0.28 EA A319-010
340-060-0193 |MUEL BR SEAT RING 1975+ A43 CENT 4-1/2 $ 189.17 95.49 93.68 0.50 EA A43 #142830
340-060-0194 |MUEL BR SEAT RING 1975+ A43 CENT 5-1/4 $ 238.65 143.00 95.65 0.40 EA AA3 #142764
340-060-0196 |WAT SS GROOVE PIN #102 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 6.51 4.30 2.21 0.34 EA #102
340-060-0197 |WAT THRUST RING #90 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 6.51 3.63 2.88 0.44 EA #90
340-060-0198 |WAT SUP WHEEL O RING #59 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 2.44 2.93 -0.49 -0.20 EA #59
340-060-0199 |WAT UPPER SEAT O RING #77 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 9.76 8.00 1.76 0.18 EA #77
340-060-0200 |WAT LOWER SEAT O RING #3 PACER WB-67 5-1/4 $ 6.51 5.00 1.51 0.23 EA #3
658-046-0001 |PIPE GALV 3/4" X 21' $ 31.20 22.89 8.31 0.27 LTH N
658-046-0002 |PIPE GALV 1" X 21’ $ 45.60 38.85 6.75 0.15 LTH 1
658-046-0003 |PIPE GALV 1-1/2" X 21' $ 74.10 27.38 46.72 0.63 LTH N
659-006-0004 |ADAPTOR HYDRANT 2-1/2 NSTX2 NPTM XM $ 45.00 44.90 0.10 0.00 EA NO. 76 REDUCING
659-024-0045 |BUSHING BRASS HEX 1" X 3/4" $ 6.76 3.11 3.65 0.54 EA 1
659-024-0046 |BUSHING BRASS HEX 3/4" X 1/2" $ 5.64 2.20 3.44 0.61 EA 1
659-024-0047 |BUSHING BRASS HEX 1-1/2" X 1" $ 16.36 6.78 9.58 0.59 EA 1
659-024-0048 |BUSHING BRASS HEX 2-1/2" X 2" $ 50.97 19.19 31.78 0.62 EA 1
659-024-0049 |BUSHING BRASS HEX 2" X 1-1/2" $ 20.02 10.12 9.90 0.49 EA 1
659-024-0053 |BUSHING GALV HEX 3/4" X 1/2" $ 1.77 0.57 1.20 0.68 EA 383
659-024-0054 |BUSHING GALV HEX 1-1/2" X 1" $ 3.53 2.67 0.86 0.24 EA 1
659-024-0055 |BUSHING GALV HEX 1-1/2" X 3/4" $ 3.92 1.05 2.87 0.73 EA 1
659-024-0056 |BUSHING GALV HEX 2" X 1-1/2" $ 3.77 1.90 1.87 0.50 EA 383
659-024-0057 [BUSHING GALV HEX 2" X 1" $ 4.05 2.40 1.65 041 EA 1
659-024-0061 [BUSHING GALV HEX 3" X 2" $ 8.31 11.20 -2.89 -0.35 EA 1
659-027-0006 |CAP GALV 1/2" $ 0.95 0.58 0.37 0.39 EA 1
659-027-0007 |CAP GALV 3/4" $ 1.35 0.70 0.65 0.48 EA 1124
659-027-0008 [CAP GALV 1" $ 1.49 0.80 0.69 0.46 EA 1




659-027-0009 [CAP GALV 1.5" $ 2.60 1.04 1.56 0.60 EA 1
659-027-0010 [CAP GALV 2" $ 3.48 3.66 -0.18 -0.05 EA 1124
COUPLING TRANSITION FLEX 10" 10.70-11.90 ROMAC
659-033-0042 [MACRO HP 2-Bolt $ 379.91 358.80 21.11 0.06 EA ROMAC MACRO HP
COUPLING TRANSITION FLEX 12" 12.70-13.80 ROMAC
659-033-0043 |MACRO HP 2-Bolt $ 447.12 422.28 24.84 0.06 EA ROMAC MACRO HP
COUPLING COMPRESSION 110 CTSXFIP 3/4" QUARTER
659-033-0044 [BEND $ 19.81 17.16 2.65 0.13 EA H-15533 3/4"
COUPLING COMPRESSION 110 1" CTSXFIP QUARTER
659-033-0045 [BEND $ 23.03 25.87 -2.84 -0.12 EA H-15533 1"
COUPLING COMPRESSION 110 1-1/2"CTSXFIP
659-033-0046 |QUARTERBEND $ 68.35 65.79 2.56 0.04 EA H-15533 1-1/2"
COUPLING COMPRESSION 110 2" CTSXFIP QUARTER
659-033-0047 [BEND $ 97.93 75.88 22.05 0.23 EA H-15533 2"
659-033-0072 |COUPLING BRONZE FIP X FIP THREADED COLLAR 1-1/2"| $ 23.98 10.12 13.86 0.58 EA 6165
659-033-0073 [COUPLING BRONZE FIP X FIP THREADED COLLAR 1" $ 11.05 4.56 6.49 0.59 EA 6165
659-033-0074 |[COUPLING BRONZE FIP X FIP THREADED COLLAR 2" $ 39.65 16.66 22.99 0.58 EA 6165
659-033-0079 |COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X MIP 3/4" 110 $ 12.75 11.15 1.60 0.13 EA MUELLER 110-15428
659-033-0081 |COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X MIP 1.5" 110 $ 41.90 36.43 5.47 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15428
659-033-0082 [COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X MIP 2" 110 $ 61.03 53.08 7.95 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15428
659-033-0083 |COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X CTS 3/4" 110 $ 15.63 13.61 2.02 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15403
659-033-0084 [COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X CTS 1" 110 $ 17.07 14.85 2.22 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15403
659-033-0085 [COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X CTS 1.5" 110 $ 60.17 51.76 8.41 0.14 EA MUELLER 110 H-15403
659-033-0086 [COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X CTS 2" 110 $ 81.27 70.67 10.60 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15403
659-033-0087 |COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X FIP 3/4" 110 $ 13.73 11.95 1.78 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15451
659-033-0088 |COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X FIP 1" 110 $ 19.65 17.09 2.56 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15451
659-033-0089 |COUPLING COMPRESSION CTS X FIP 1.5" 110 $ 53.57 46.59 6.98 0.13 EA 110 H-15451 1-1/2"
659-033-0090 |COUPLING COMPRESSION 2" FIPX110 $ 63.83 55.51 8.32 0.13 EA MUELLER 110 H-15451
659-033-0096 [COUPLING GALV 1/2" $ 1.26 0.41 0.85 0.67 EA 1121
659-033-0097 |COUPLING GALV 3/4" $ 1.47 0.60 0.87 0.59 EA 1121
659-033-0098 [COUPLING GALV 1" $ 2.41 1.48 0.93 0.39 EA 1121
659-033-0099 [COUPLING GALV 1.5" $ 3.78 1.70 2.08 0.55 EA 1
659-033-0100 [COUPLING GALV 2" $ 5.52 1.70 3.82 0.69 EA 1121




659-033-0101 |COUPLING GALV 3" $ 22.53 0.00 22.53 1.00 EA 1
COUPLING TRANSITION FLEX 10" XL 11.00-12.20
659-033-0106 [ROMAC MACRO HP 2-Bolt $ 526.56 383.64 142.92 0.27 EA ROMAC MACRO HP
COUPLING TRANSITION FLEX 12" XL 13.15-14.40

659-033-0107 [ROMAC MACRO HP 2-Bolt $ 693.25 534.79 158.46 0.23 EA ROMAC MACRO HP
659-041-0001 |ELBOW BRASS 3/4 90 THREADED $ 7.37 3.85 3.52 0.48 EA 6235
659-041-0002 [ELBOW BRASS 1" 90 THREADED $ 11.98 5.80 6.18 0.52 EA 6235
659-041-0004 [ELBOW BRASS 2" 90 THREADED $ 38.72 18.73 19.99 0.52 EA 6235
659-041-0012 |ELBOW GALV STREET 90 1/2" $ 1.92 0.62 1.30 0.68 EA 1103
659-041-0013 |ELBOW GALV STREET 90 3/4" $ 1.86 0.60 1.26 0.68 EA 1103
659-041-0014 [ELBOW GALV STREET 90 1" $ 2.55 2.28 0.27 0.11 EA N
659-041-0015 [ELBOW GALV STREET 90 1.5" $ 5.26 1.43 3.83 0.73 EA N
659-041-0016 [ELBOW GALV STREET 90 2" $ 9.12 5.54 3.58 0.39 EA N
659-041-0020 |ELBOW GALV 45 3/4" $ 1.95 0.88 1.07 0.55 EA 1102
659-041-0022 (ELBOW GALV 45 2" $ 7.27 3.90 3.37 0.46 EA 1102
659-041-0026 |ELBOW GALV 90 1/2" $ 0.90 0.41 0.49 0.54 EA 1101
659-041-0027 |ELBOW GALV 90 3/4" $ 1.07 0.33 0.74 0.69 EA 1101
659-041-0028 [ELBOW GALV 90 1" $ 2.02 1.23 0.79 0.39 EA N
659-041-0029 |ELBOW GALV 90 1-1/2" $ 4.11 1.98 2.13 0.52 EA N
659-041-0030 [ELBOW GALV 90 2" $ 6.85 6.20 0.65 0.09 EA 1101
659-050-0001 |NIPPLE GALV 1/2 X 4 $ 0.95 0.38 0.57 0.60 EA NONE
659-050-0002 [NIPPLE BRASS 1.5X 6 $ 13.97 13.43 0.54 0.04 EA 1
659-050-0003 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 6 $ 5.38 5.40 -0.02 0.00 EA NONE
659-050-0004 [NIPPLE BRASS1X 8 $ 10.52 8.69 1.83 0.17 EA 1
659-050-0006 [NIPPLE BRASS (2 X 8) $ 23.78 24.36 -0.58 -0.02 EA NONE
659-050-0007 |NIPPLE BRASS (1-1/2 X 8) $ 18.41 18.36 0.05 0.00 EA NONE
659-050-0050 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X CLOSE $ 1.70 1.78 -0.08 -0.05 EA 1
659-050-0051 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 2.5 $ 2.44 2.55 -0.11 -0.05 EA 1
659-050-0052 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 2 $ 2.12 2.76 -0.64 -0.30 EA 1
659-050-0053 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 3.5 $ 3.17 3.54 -0.37 -0.12 EA 1
659-050-0054 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 3 $ 2.82 2.87 -0.05 -0.02 EA NONE
659-050-0055 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 4.5 $ 4.02 4.46 -0.44 -0.11 EA 1
659-050-0056 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 4 $ 3.70 3.74 -0.04 -0.01 EA 1
659-050-0057 |NIPPLE BRASS 3/4 X 5 $ 4.43 3.88 0.55 0.12 EA 1




659-050-0058 |NIPPLE BRASS 1 X 2.5 $ 3.56 3.70 -0.14 -0.04 EA 1
659-050-0059 [NIPPLE BRASS 1 X 2 $ 3.08 3.17 -0.09 -0.03 EA 1
659-050-0060 |NIPPLE BRASS 1 X 3.5 $ 4.75 3.60 1.15 0.24 EA NONE
659-050-0061 [NIPPLE BRASS1X 3 $ 4.10 4.20 -0.10 -0.02 EA 1
659-050-0064 |NIPPLE BRASS 1 X 4.5 $ 5.96 4.19 1.77 0.30 EA Thailand
659-050-0065 [NIPPLE BRASS 1 X4 $ 5.35 5.35 0.00 0.00 EA 1
659-050-0066 |NIPPLE BRASS 1 X 5 $ 6.60 6.60 0.00 0.00 EA NONE
659-050-0067 [NIPPLE BRASS 1.5 X 2 $ 5.23 5.24 -0.01 0.00 EA 1
659-050-0069 |NIPPLE BRASS 2 X 2.5 $ 8.00 8.19 -0.19 -0.02 EA 1
659-050-0108 |NIPPLE GALV 3/4 X 2 $ 0.80 0.27 0.53 0.66 EA 1
659-050-0110 |NIPPLE GALV 3/4X 4 $ 1.10 0.50 0.60 0.55 EA 1
659-050-0111 |NIPPLE GALV 3/4 X 5 $ 1.38 0.49 0.89 0.64 EA 1
659-050-0112 |NIPPLE GALV1X 2.5 $ 1.27 0.41 0.86 0.68 EA NONE
659-050-0113 [NIPPLE GALV 1X2 $ 1.19 0.40 0.79 0.66 EA NONE
659-050-0114 |NIPPLE GALV1X 3.5 $ 1.55 0.51 1.04 0.67 EA NONE
659-050-0115 [NIPPLE GALV 1X 3 $ 1.27 0.61 0.66 0.52 EA NONE
659-050-0116 |NIPPLE GALV 1X4.5 $ 1.90 0.54 1.36 0.72 EA NONE
659-050-0117 [NIPPLE GALV1X4 $ 1.55 0.91 0.64 041 EA NONE
659-050-0118 |NIPPLE GALV1X5 $ 1.90 1.08 0.82 0.43 EA NONE
659-050-0119 [NIPPLE GALV 1.5X 2.5 $ 1.90 0.00 1.90 1.00 EA NONE
659-050-0120 |NIPPLE GALV 1.5X 2 $ 1.70 0.75 0.95 0.56 EA NONE
659-050-0121 [NIPPLE GALV 1.5 X 3.5 $ 2.41 1.04 1.37 0.57 EA NONE
659-050-0122 |NIPPLE GALV 1.5X 3 $ 1.90 1.21 0.69 0.36 EA NONE
659-050-0123 [NIPPLE GALV 1.5 X 4.5 $ 291 1.80 1.11 0.38 EA NONE
659-050-0124 |NIPPLE GALV 1.5X 4 $ 2.41 1.15 1.26 0.52 EA NONE
659-050-0125 [NIPPLE GALV 1.5X5 $ 291 1.27 1.64 0.56 EA NONE
659-050-0128 |NIPPLE GALV 2 X 2.5 $ 2.51 1.01 1.50 0.60 EA 1
659-050-0129 [NIPPLE GALV 2 X 3.5 $ 3.06 1.57 1.49 0.49 EA NONE
659-050-0130 |NIPPLE GALV 2 X 3 $ 2.51 1.15 1.36 0.54 EA NONE
659-050-0131 [NIPPLE GALV 2 X 4.5 $ 3.91 2.16 1.75 0.45 EA NONE
659-050-0132 |NIPPLE GALV 2 X 4 $ 3.06 1.46 1.60 0.52 EA NONE
659-050-0133 [NIPPLE GALV 2 X5 $ 3.91 1.77 2.14 0.55 EA 1
659-050-0134 |NIPPLE GALV 2 X 6 $ 4.53 1.22 3.31 0.73 EA 1
659-050-0136 |NIPPLE GALV 1/2X 2.5 $ 0.76 0.32 0.44 0.58 EA N




659-050-0137 |NIPPLE GALV 1/2 X 2 $ 0.65 0.35 0.30 0.46 EA N
659-050-0138 |NIPPLE GALV 1/2 X 3.5 $ 0.92 0.38 0.54 0.59 EA N
659-054-0002 |PLUG BRASS MIP THD X SQUARE WRENCH HEAD 3/4" $ 4.62 1.61 3.01 0.65 EA CSP-3-ISECA PG 20
659-054-0004 [PLUG BRASS 2" MIP THREADS $ 21.20 8.96 12.24 0.58 EA Thailand
659-054-0006 |PLUG BRASS MIP THREADED 1-1/2" $ 6.79 5.35 1.44 0.21 EA 1
659-054-0007 |PLUG GALV 1/8" $ 12.90 0.48 12.42 0.96 EA N
659-054-0010 |PLUG GALV 1/2" $ 0.97 0.33 0.64 0.66 EA 1
659-054-0011 |PLUG GALV 3/4" $ 1.30 0.42 0.88 0.68 EA 1
659-054-0012 |PLUG GALV 1" $ 1.30 2.06 -0.76 -0.58 EA 387
659-054-0013 [PLUG GALV 1.5" $ 1.43 1.33 0.10 0.07 EA N
659-054-0014 |PLUG GALV 2" $ 2.98 4.39 -1.41 -0.47 EA 1
659-054-0015 [PLUG GALV 3" $ 3.78 3.15 0.63 0.17 EA N
659-054-0016 [PLUG PVC SCH40 1" THREAD $ 10.45 0.00 10.45 1.00 EA 3450-010
659-054-0021 [PLUG BRASS 1.5" TAPERED CC THREAD $ 45.82 25.27 20.55 0.45 EA 1
659-065-0005 |BELL REDUCER GALV 3/4 X 1/2 $ 12.50 0.48 12.02 0.96 EA 1125
659-065-0006 [BELL REDUCER GALV 1.5X1 $ 1.47 131 0.16 0.11 EA 1
659-065-0008 |BELL REDUCER GALV 1 X 3/4 $ 4.05 2.67 1.38 0.34 EA 1
659-065-0009 [BELL REDUCER GALV 2.5X 2 $ 2.28 5.53 -3.25 -1.43 EA 1

SOLID SLEEVE DIMJ 14 X 15 GASKETS FOLLOWERS
659-073-0007 |BOLTS $ 173.17 258.00 -84.83 -0.49 EA N

SOLID SLEEVE DIMJ 16 X 15 GASKETS FOLLOWERS
659-073-0008 |BOLTS $ 671.31 679.24 -7.93 -0.01 EA 1
659-073-0009 |SERVICE SAD PVC 4 X 2 4.74-5.32 NO TAX $ 821.21 91.08 730.13 0.89 EA BR2S 0474 1P200
659-073-0011 [SERVICE SAD PVC 8 X 2 8.99-9.67 NO TAX $ 103.33 125.63 -22.30 -0.22 EA BR250899 IP200
659-073-0037 |SERVICE SAD IRONSS 2X3/4 2.35-2.50 $ 21.27 21.26 0.01 0.00 EA 313-00025606-000
659-073-0038 [SOLID SLEEVE DIMJ 4 X 12 GASK, FOLL, BOLTSNO TAX | § 21.27 70.76 -49.49 -2.33 EA N
659-073-0040 |SOLID SLEEVE DIMJ 8 X 12 GASK, FOLL, BOLTS NO TAX | $ 149.11 129.35 19.76 0.13 EA TYLER (DOMESTIC)
659-073-0041 [SOLID SLEEVE DIMJ 10 X 12 GASK, FOLL, BOLTSNO TAX | § 188.58 0.00 188.58 1.00 EA N
659-073-0042 |SOLID SLEEVE DIMJ 12 X 12 GASK, FOLL, BOLTS NO TAX | $ 276.44 240.06 36.38 0.13 EA N
659-073-0043 [SERVICE SAD PVC 10X 2 11.10-12.12 NO TAX $ 413.41 76.85 336.56 0.81 EA BR251104 IP200
659-073-0045 |SERVICE SAD 16 X 2 IP 17.40-18.40SS NO TAX $ 173.34 450.06 -276.72 -1.60 EA BR2S1732 IP200
659-073-0046 [SERVICE SAD SS 18X2"IP 19.50-20.50 NO TAX $ 599.29 497.56 101.73 0.17 EA 202BS-2050-IP7
659-073-0047 [SERVICE SAD 20X2" IP 21.20-22.20 $ 513.75 530.93 -17.18 -0.03 EA 202BS-2220-IP7
659-073-0050 [SADDLE TEE FLEXIBLE 4" WITH CLAMP $ 528.68 36.70 491.98 0.93 EA 4T/C




659-073-0056 |SADDLE WYE 45 FLEXIBLE 6" WITH CLAMP $ 42.63 38.79 3.84 0.09 EA 6Y/C
659-073-0070 [SERVICE SAD PVC 4 X 14.74-5.32 NO TAX $ 128.87 74.44 54.43 0.42 EA BR25-0474-1P100
659-073-0072 |SERVICE SAD PVC 8 X 1 8.99-9.67 NO TAX $ 100.88 115.38 -14.50 -0.14 EA BR2S08991P100
659-073-0079 [SERVICE SAD 16"X1" IP 17.32-19.19 NO TAX $ 528.54 329.80 198.74 0.38 EA BR251732 IP100
659-073-0080 [SERVICE SAD 18"X1" IP 19.50-20.50 NO TAX $ 443.38 492.27 -48.89 -0.11 EA 202BS-2050-1P4
659-073-0081 [SERVICE SAD 20"X1" IP 21.20-22.20 NO TAX $ 513.63 500.88 12.75 0.02 EA 202BS-2220-IP4
659-073-0082 [SERVICE SAD 24"X1" IP 25.60-26.50 NO TAX $ 528.68 326.53 202.15 0.38 EA 202BS-2650-1P4
659-073-0083 [SERVICE SAD 24"X2" IP 25.60-26.50 NO TAX $ 580.87 326.53 254.34 0.44 EA 202BS-2650-IP7
659-073-0084 [SERVICE SAD 30"X1" IP 31.74-32.74 NO TAX $ 580.87 34291 237.96 0.41 EA 202BS-3274-I1P4
659-073-0085 [SERVICE SAD 30"X2" IP 31.74-32.74 NO TAX $ 610.00 342.91 267.09 0.44 EA 202BS-3274-IP7
659-085-0006 |TEE BRASS FIP THREAD 3/4" $ 16.61 4.94 11.67 0.70 EA 1
659-087-0004 |UNION GALV 1/2" $ 6.11 1.71 4.40 0.72 EA 1/2"
659-087-0005 |UNION GALV 3/4" $ 4.11 2.78 1.33 0.32 EA 463
659-087-0006 [UNION GALV 1" $ 4.89 2.98 1.91 0.39 EA 1"
659-087-0007 [UNION GALV 2" $ 6.07 4.65 1.42 0.23 EA 463
670-006-0003 |PIPE THREAD TAPE 3/4" X 260" TEFLON $ 24.84 0.73 24.11 0.97 RL 1
670-027-0006 [LID CLEAN OUT DROP IN 7" C.I. TYLER 6007-L SEWER $ 0.64 12.18 -11.54 -18.03 EA 6007-L SEWER
670-027-0009 |SPOOL DI W/T RING 125 FX 125F 3'-16" $ 13.19 0.00 13.19 EA 1
670-052-0004 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 6" 15" BW 6.84-7.64 $ 149.90 215.99 -66.09 -0.44 EA 227-069015-000
670-052-0005 |[CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 8" 10" BW 8.99-9.79 $ 215.99 148.36 67.63 0.31 EA 227-090510-000
670-052-0006 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 8" 15" BW 8.99-9.79 NO TAX $ 158.79 162.29 -3.50 -0.02 EA 227-090515-000
670-052-0008 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 10" 15" BW 11.10-11.90 $ 245.60 291.28 -45.68 -0.19 EA 227-111015-000
670-052-0009 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 10" 15" BW 11.60-12.40 $ 318.89 0.00 318.89 1.00 EA 227-116015-000
670-052-0010 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 12" 15" BW 12.75-13.55 $ 330.82 345.07 -14.25 -0.04 EA 227-127515-000
670-052-0011 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 12" 15" BW 13.14-14.34 $ 348.40 386.29 -37.89 -0.11 EA 227-132015-050
670-052-0013 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 12" 15" BW 13.65-14.45 $ 349.33 415.15 -65.82 -0.19 EA 227-136515-000
670-052-0014 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 16" 20" BW 17.15-17.90 $ 354.62 573.47 -218.85 -0.62 EA 228-1368
670-052-0019 |CLAMP REDI STANDARD 1/2" X 6" .84 O.D. $ 745.83 12.11 733.72 0.98 EA 245-008406-000
670-052-0020 |CLAMP REDI STANDARD 3/4" X 6" 1.05 O.D. $ 12.88 12.41 0.47 0.04 EA 245-010506-000
670-052-0023 |[CLAMP BELL JOINT LEAK 6" 6.90-7.10 OD RANGE $ 15.30 145.14 -129.84 -8.49 EA 274-000690-000
670-052-0024 |CLAMP BELL JOINT LEAK 8" 9.05-9.30 OD RANGE $ 147.95 236.89 -88.94 -0.60 EA SMITH BLAIR 274-1056
670-052-0026 |[CLAMP BELL JOINT LEAK 16" 17.40-17.80 $ 277.83 478.78 -200.95 -0.72 EA 274-001740-000
670-052-0031 |CLAMP REDI1X 6 1.32 O.D. $ 1,406.14 37.55 1,368.59 0.97 EA SB 248-013206-000
670-052-0032 [CLAMP REDI 1.5X 6 1.90 O.D. $ 41.00 52.77 -11.77 -0.29 EA 248-00019006-000




670-052-0033 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 2 X 6 2.38 O.D. $ 50.40 51.60 -1.20 -0.02 EA 244-023806-000
670-052-0034 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 3" 7.5" BW 2.97-3.25 $ 64.28 53.55 10.73 0.17 EA 226-030007-000
670-052-0035 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 3" 12.5" BW 3.46-3.70 $ 58.64 0.00 58.64 1.00 EA 226-035012-000
670-052-0036 |[CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 3" 10" BW 3.49-4.29 $ 99.65 0.00 99.65 1.00 EA 227-035010-000
670-052-0037 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 3" 12.5" BW 3.49-4.29 $ 84.99 58.59 26.40 0.31 EA 227-035012-000
670-052-0038 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 3" 7.5" BW 3.49-4.29 $ 137.99 37.08 100.91 0.73 EA 227-035007-000
670-052-0039 |CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 4" 7.5" BW 3.73-4.00 $ 86.70 26.13 60.57 0.70 EA 226-037507-000
670-052-0040 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 4" 15" BW 4.45-4.73 $ 61.53 122.20 -60.67 -0.99 EA 226-045015-000
670-052-0041 [CLAMP FULL CIRCLE 4" 7.5" BW 4.45-4.73 $ 129.85 42.52 87.33 0.67 EA 226-045007-000
670-052-0043 [COUPLING DRESSER 1.5 X 5 $ 65.97 32.42 33.55 0.51 EA 411-019001-003
670-052-0044 |COUPLING DRESSER 1/2"X4.5 $ 34.04 26.64 7.40 0.22 EA 411-008401-003
670-052-0045 [COUPLING DRESSER 1" X 5" $ 23.00 30.04 -7.04 -0.31 EA 411-013201-003
670-052-0047 |COUPLING DRESSER 3/4 X4.5 $ 38.57 25.26 13.31 0.35 EA 411-010501-003
670-052-0048 [CLAMP REDI STANDARD 2" X 6" 2.38 O.D. $ 26.32 16.99 9.33 0.35 EA 245-023806-000
670-052-0049 |CLAMP BELL JOINT LEAK 10" 11.10-11.40 OD RANGE $ 15.83 170.57 -154.74 -9.78 EA 274-1110-000
670-052-0051 |[CLAMP BELL JOINT LEAK 4" 4.80-5.00 OD RANGE $ 256.87 75.46 181.41 0.71 EA 274-0480-000
670-056-0001 |BACKFLOW PREVENTER 2" $ 134.34 337.05 -202.71 -1.51 EA 825Y 2"
670-058-0002 [BUSHING 4" 4.10-4.25 CLAY TO PVC JOINTS ONLY $ 27.87 4.82 23.05 0.83 EA 1
670-058-0003 [BUSHING 6" 6.125-6.375 CLAY TO PVC JOINTS ONLY $ 7.07 9.27 -2.20 -0.31 EA 1
670-058-0004 [BUSHING 8" 8.25-8.53 CLAY TO PVC JOINTS ONLY $ 9.27 11.52 -2.25 -0.24 EA 1
670-058-0005 |CALDER COUP 10"CLAYTOCLAY 12.73 X 12.73 X 6.00 $ 13.72 37.22 -23.50 -1.71 EA 1
CALDER COUP 8"CLAYTOCLAY 9.40-10.00 OD JOINTS
670-058-0011 |ONLY $ 38.59 17.99 20.60 0.53 EA 1
CALDER COUP 4"CLAYTOCLAY 5.00-5.40 OD JOINTS
670-058-0012 |ONLY $ 17.99 11.44 6.55 0.36 EA 1
CALDER COUP 6"CLAYTOCLAY 7.20-7.80 OD JOINTS
670-058-0013 |ONLY $ 11.16 14.89 -3.73 -0.33 EA 1
670-058-0014 [GASKET BELL JOINT LEAK 20" $ 14.89 0.00 14.89 1.00 EA 30048069
670-058-0017 [COUPLING NO HUB 6" CITO CI $ 3.13 5.15 -2.02 -0.65 EA 1
670-058-0018 [GASKET BELL JOINT LEAK 24" $ 8.85 0.00 8.85 1.00 EA 643724
670-064-0004 |CORP STOP CC TAPER THD IN X MIP OUT 3/4" $ 35.25 23.69 11.56 0.33 EA F400-3 3/4" 5/BOX
670-064-0005 |CORPSTOP BALL MIPX110 CTS 1" 4/BOX $ 23.32 52.45 -29.13 -1.25 EA B-25028 (1")
670-064-0006 |CORPSTOP BALL MIPX110 CTS 3/4" $ 50.15 35.21 14.94 0.30 EA B-25028
670-064-0007 |CORP STOP BALL MIPXMIP 1" $ 38.11 33.64 4.47 0.12 EA B-20013 (1")




670-064-0008 |[CORP STOPBALLMIPXMIP 3/4" $ 49.76 36.90 12.86 026 | EA B-20013 (3/4")

670-064-0014 [CURB STOP BALL 110XFIP 1" $ 36.09 68.82 -32.73 091 | EA B-25170 W/LOCK WING

670-064-0015 |[CURB STOP BALL110XFIP3/4" 6/BOX $ 72.75 50.32 22.43 031 | EA B-25170 W/LOCK WING

670-064-0017 [CURB STOP BALL FIP X FIP BOTH ENDS 3/4" 6/BOX $ 66.64 43.67 22.97 034 | EA B25170

670-064-0018 [CURB STOP BALL VALVE FIP X FIP 1-1/2" $ 5446 | 133.80 -79.34 -1.46 | EA B11-666W

670-064-0020 [CORP STOP BALL 1.5" MIP BOTH ENDS $  196.17 | 106.68 89.49 046 | EA FB500-6

670-064-0021 [CORP STOP BALL 2"MIP BOTH ENDS $ 10623 | 181.95 -75.72 071 | EA FB500-7

670-069-0005 |BALL VALVE 1" $ 8.84 11.97 -3.13 035 | EA

670-070-0001 |ANGLE BALL MTR VALVE FIP X METER SW NUT 3/4" $ 9.39 56.29 -46.90 -4.99 | EA BA13-332W

670-070-0003 |[ANGLE BALL MTR VALVE FIP X METER FLANGE 2" $ 84.45 | 214.80 -130.35 | -1.54 | EA BFA13-777W

670-070-0004 |[ANGLE BALL MTR VALVE FIP X METER FLANGE 1-1/2" | $ 21628 | 184.08 32.20 0.15 | EA BFA13-666W

670-070-0010 |VALVE GATE BRONZE 2" THD ENDS 125 PS| $ - 104.81 -104.81 EA 105

670-070-0014 |VALVE PRESSURE REGULATING BRONZE 3/4" $ - 51.30 -51.30 EA DO5 SERIES

890-040-0001 [VALVE BOX BOTTOM 15B CAST IRON SLIP TYPE $ 6.52 36.10 -29.58 454 | EA 158

890-040-0002 [VALVE BOX BOTTOM 24B CAST IRON SLIP TYPE $ 47.50 37.40 10.10 021 | EA 24B

890-040-0003 [VALVE BOX LID CAST IRON SLIP TYPE (MARKED WATER) | $ 59.62 13.71 45.91 077 | EA 6855-5-1/4"

890-040-0004 [VALVE BOX TOP 10T CAST IRON SLIP TYPE $ 14.51 38.40 -23.89 -1.65 | EA 10T

890-040-0005 [VALVE BOX TOP 16T CAST IRON SLIP TYPE $ 46.74 64.47 -17.73 038 | EA 16T

890-044-0008 |METER 3/4" RR Neptune T-10 (SL) PD $ 69.31 | 108.25 -38.94 -0.56 | EA | Neptune 3/4" T-10 (SL) PD
METER REGISTER 5/8X3/4BAD W/PIGTAIL FOR ERT

890-044-0015 |(M25) $ 18.70 58.05 -39.35 210 | EA ABSOLUTE ENCODER
METER REGISTER 1" BADGER W/PIGTAIL FOR ERT

890-044-0016 |(M70) PENDING 82.50 #VALUE! EA ABSOLUTE ENCODER
METER REGISTER 1-1/2"BAD. W/PIGTAIL FOR ERT

890-044-0017 |(M120) PENDING 83.20 #VALUE! EA ABSOLUTE ENCODER
METER REGISTER 2" BADGER W/PIGTAIL FOR ERT

890-044-0018 |(M170) PENDING 63.21 #VALUE! EA ABSOLUTE ENCODER
METER REGISTER 3/4 BADGER W/PIGTAIL FOR ERT

890-044-0025 [(M35) PENDING 82.50 #VALUE! EA | ABSOLUTE ENCODER/ADE
VALVEBALL ASMBLY BRANCH1" FIPX3/4"MIP

890-045-0001 [14"SPACING PENDING 98.17 #VALUE! EA UVB13-42W BY 14"




890-045-0004 [GASKET METER DROP IN FLAN GE B71/8" THKX 1.5"Cl [ §  122.38 0.41 121.97 1.00 | EA 4-6321-1 Cl
GASKET METER 1 X 1/16 FIBRE ONLY (Gray Only/Not 4-6293-2 FIBRE(Grey
890-045-0006 |Red) $ 222 0.11 2.11 0.95 | EA only/Not Red)
890-045-0008 [GASKET METER 1 X 1/8 FIBRE ONLY $ - 0.23 -0.23 EA 4-6293-4 FIBRE
GASKET METER 5/8X3/4X1/16 FIBRE ONLY (Gray
890-045-0009 |Only/Not Red) $ - 0.09 -0.09 EA 4-6287-2 FIBRE
GASKET METER 5/8X3/4X1/32 FIBRE ONLY (Gray
890-045-0010 |Only/Not Red) $ - 0.05 -0.05 EA 4-6287-3 FIBRE
890-045-0012 [GASKET METER 5/8X3/4X1/8 BLACK RUBBER ONLY $ - 0.06 -0.06 EA FORD GT-114
890-045-0019 [COUPLING METER 5/8 X 3/4 2.5 LENGTH $ 7.90 7.95 -0.05 -0.01 | EA C38-23-2.5
890-045-0020 [COUPLING METER 5/8 X 3/4 3" LENGTH $ 7.90 9.63 -1.73 022 | EA C38-23-3
890-045-0026 [RESETTER (BALL)3/4X12 $ 9.58 82.15 -72.57 758 | EA VB42-12W
890-045-0027 [RESETTER(BALL) 3/4X5/8X18 $ 81.80 96.53 -14.73 -0.18 | EA VB42-18W
890-045-0028 [RESETTER (BALL)3/4X24 $ 96.12 | 102.97 -6.85 -0.07 | EA VB42-24W
890-045-0039 [COUPLING METER 1" 1.5" LENGTH $ 78.30 11.88 66.42 0.85 | EA C38-44-1.5
890-045-0040 [COUPLING METER 1" 2-5/8" LENGTH $ 11.83 9.54 2.29 019 | EA C38-44-2.625
890-045-0046 [COUPLING METER 5/8 X 3/4 2.25 LENGTH $ 7.90 7.95 -0.05 -0.01 | EA C38-23-2.25 SEC | 3
890-045-0047 |[COUPLING METER 5/8 X 3/4 2.75 LENGTH $ 7.90 8.74 -0.84 011 | EA C38-23-2.75 SEC | 3
890-046-0002 [KNUCKLE FOR W2PL & W2AI $ 8.80 3.95 4.85 0.55 | EA CFG-0010-003
LEAK SENSOR FOR 100W ERT MANUFACTURED BY
890-046-0007 |ITRON PENDING 90.00 #VALUE! EA LDS-001-002 (ITRON)




CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Kathy Drummond, Administrative Specialist

Co-Submitter: Rebecca Sayers, Interim Recreation Director

Date: 11/10/2015
Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Approval of Cooperative Contract: Involving Coconino Coalition for Children and
Youth Program, Flagstaff Unified School District and the City of Flagstaff for the FACTS After School
Program.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the agreement with Flagstaff Unified School District and the Coconino Coalition for
Children and Youth in the amount of $247,319 for the FACTS Program and $19,669 for the
Coconino Coalition for Children and Youth Program for fiscal year 2016. Subject to annual budget
appropriations and upon Council approved monetary contributions and mutual written agreement
between the City and the Coalition and School District, this Agreement may be renewed for a
maximum of four additional one year terms, subject to annual budget appropriations.

Executive Summary:

Council approval of the agreement and $247,319 for the FACTS community-wide after school program
and an additional $19,669 for the Coconino Coalition for Children and Youth will support advocacy and
programs for youth and children in the Flagstaff community. Funds for these expenditure are included in
the FY16 budget, account 001-09-402-1311-1-4273 in the amount of $247,319 for FUSD and $19,669 for
the Coalition.

Financial Impact:

FACTS and the Coalition experienced contribution reductions from 2008 to 2012 from the City of
Flagstaff, as overall economic conditions were declining and budget reductions were initiated. Both have
made changes and adjustments to address the reduced contributions, with FACTS receiving $247,319
and the Coalition receiving $19,669 since 2012.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

Provide sustainable and equitable pubic facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient and
effective manner to service all population areas and demographics.



Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

The City of Flagstaff has supported the development, implementation, and sustainment of a community-
wide after school initiative since FY2000.

Options and Alternatives:

1) Council may choose to decrease the amount of future contributions, which would decrease the
traditional amount of service(s) that the FACTS program and the Coalition provide to the community.

2) Council may desire to divide funding between more after school providers. However, without the
availability of the school sites and the funding provided through the School District, the after school
program would not have as much potential for success.

Background/History:

This program and the Coalition are initiatives of the Alliance for the Second Century, which is a
cooperative consortium of the Flagstaff Unified School District, Northern Arizona University, Coconino
County, Coconino County Community College and the City of Flagstaff. The City of Flagstaff has been
supporting FUSD in their efforts since 2000. The FACTS program enrolls approximately 2,100 children
annually with an average daily attendance of over 650 kids. FACTS' annual budget in FY15 was
$1,116,604 with over 62% of the funding coming from daily fees while the City's contribution constituted
just over 22% of their annual budget. The City's contribution helps to keep the program affordable for
families.

Key Considerations:

The City of Flagstaff has supported the development, implementation, and sustainment of a
community-wide after school initiative since FY2000. Contribution amounts were reduced in FY 2008,
2009, 2010, and 2011. Since 2012, both FACTS and the Coalition have received the same amount
each year, $247,319 and $19,669.

Community Benefits and Considerations:

The Coalition provides a forum for children and youth advocacy by bringing together service providers
from organizations throughout Flagstaff. The FACTS before and after school program provides a safe
and enriching environment for school age children. Working parents can access this program for their
children. The community has a vested interest in helping to ensure that we develop resilient youth that
are ready and able to provide positive contributions to their community and society. The positive
engagement of youth during out of school time is of interest to citizens whether or not they have children.

Those who benefit from the FACTS program include:

¢ Children - Safety, recreation, expanded horizons
e Families - peace of mind, focus on work responsibilities
e Employers/Workforce - Limits distractions, decreases absenteeism, late arrivals and early departure

Community Involvement:

Consult
Collaborate

The after school program has grown in terms of both funding and services to the community. The
Alliance agencies, as well as numerous other non-profit organizations are involved, and the advisory
committee for FACTS has made strides in attaining active involvement from the business community and



Coconino County.

Expanded Options and Alternatives:

1) Council may choose to discontinue the agreement with the School District and the Coalition,
which would decrease the traditional amount of service(s) that the FACTS program and the Coalition
provide to the community.

2) Council may desire to divide funding between more after school providers. However without the
availability of the school sites and the funding provided through the School District, the after
school program would not have as much potential for success.

Attachments: Agreement



AGREEMENT
among
COCONINO COALITION FOR CHILDREN &YOUTH,
FLAGSTAFF UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT, and CITY OF FLAGSTAFF

This Agreement is made as of the day of 2015, by and among
Coconino Coalition for Children &Youth, an Arizona non-profit corporation (*Coalition”), with
offices at 2625 North King Street, Flagstaff, Arizona 86004; Flagstaff Unified School District #1
(“School District”), a school district duly organized pursuant to Arizona Revised Statutes Title 15,
with offices at 3285 East Sparrow Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona 86004; and the City of Flagstaff
(“City”), an Arizona municipal corporation, with offices at 211 W. Aspen Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona
86001.

RECITALS

A.  The School District and the City are part of a cooperative consortium known as the Alliance for
the Second Century (the "Alliance™), formed by the School District, Northern Arizona University, the
City of Flagstaff, Coconino County and Coconino County Community College to address area-wide
issues such as the well-being of children and youth in the greater Flagstaff area;

B.  The Coalition has been formed and operates to provide leadership in developing community-
wide strategies that can enhance the well-being of children and youth in Coconino County, such as
identifying and mobilizing resources for children and youth, educating the community and evaluating
public policy and legislation regarding issues concerning children and youth, and compiling data and
statistics on children and youth;

C.  Flagstaff and Community Teaming for Students ("After School Programs"), have been created
to provide children and youth with life skills, enrichment, and recreation activities in a safe and drug-
free environment and to assist the Flagstaff community in developing resilient youth who are less
likely to engage in high risk behaviors and who are more likely to become healthy, well-rounded
adults, able to contribute to society in meaningful ways. The After School Programs have particular
focus for the latchkey child who has no adult at home before or after the regular school day.; and

D.  The School District, the Coalition and the City wish to enter into this Agreement regarding the
City's grant of funds for Fiscal Year 2016, through the School District as the fiscal agent for the
Coalition and the After School Programs, to be utilized for After School Programs, implementation
costs, and Coalition operational and administrative costs, including the salary of the Coalition's
Executive Director;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and the mutual covenants contained
herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. CITY'S OBLIGATIONS

1.1  Contribution to After School Programs. The City agrees to provide up to Two Hundred




Forty Seven Thousand Three Hundred and Nineteen dollars ($247,319.00) to the School District as
soon as practicable following receipt by the City of itemized invoices for all direct expenditures made
for the After School Programs.

1.2 Contribution to Coalition. The City agrees to provide an additional Nineteen Thousand Six
Hundred and Sixty Nine dollars ($19,669.00) to the School District, as fiscal agent for the Coalition,
for use in connection with the Coalition's obligations in this Agreement as soon as practicable
following execution of this Agreement.

2. SCHOOL DISTRICT'S OBLIGATIONS

2.1  After School Programs Host Agency. The School District shall be the host agency for the After
School Programs and shall develop and implement comprehensive After School Programs, as well as
provide staff qualified to coordinate, implement and evaluate the After School Programs within the
City of Flagstaff.

2.2  Fiscal Agent for Coalition. The School District agrees to serve as the fiscal agent for the
Coalition and shall administer payroll for payment of the Coalition’s Executive Director. The School
District shall fund and provide workers’ compensation insurance for the Executive Director, together
with such employee benefits customarily provided its employees under the Northern Arizona Public
Employees Benefit Trust and Arizona State Retirement Plan. The Coalition’s Executive Director will
be an employee of the School District subject to the direction and control of the Coalition. The
School District shall disburse to the Coalition all funds received for the Coalition from the City and
other sources that exceed those funds required to pay the salary of the Coalition's Executive Director.
The School District shall disburse these funds as soon as practicable following the end of the School
District's fiscal year.

2.3 Administrator and Fiscal Agent for the After School Programs. The School District agrees to
serve as the administrator and fiscal agent for the After School Programs.

2.4 Reporting and Overhead. The School District shall provide financial reports to the Coalition
pertaining to Coalition transactions. The School District shall provide to the City such financial and
other operational reports as the City may reasonably request during the term of this Agreement and
will provide to the City, within ninety (90) days following termination of this Agreement, an
accounting of all funds received and expended during the term of this Agreement. The School District
shall not charge administrative or overhead fees in connection with its services as fiscal agent for the
Coalition and/or After School Programs.

3. COALITION'S OBLIGATIONS

The Coalition shall use the Nineteen Thousand Six Hundred and Sixty Nine dollars ($19,669)
contribution from the City in connection with the Coalition's obligation to provide leadership in
developing and advocating for community-wide strategies dedicated to enhancing the quality of life
for all children and youth in the community. This contribution shall be applied to the salary paid to
the Coalition's Executive Director and other operational costs.



4. TERM AND TERMINATION

This Agreement will continue in force and effect until midnight on June 30, 2016, unless sooner
terminated as provided in this Agreement. Upon Council approved monetary contributions and
mutual written agreement between the City and the Coalition and School District, this Agreement
may be renewed for a maximum of four (4) additional one (1) year terms, subject to annual budget
appropriations. Upon termination of this Agreement for any reason, the School District must remit to
the City any undistributed portion of the funds received from the City within forty-five (45) days after
termination. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained herein, this Agreement may be
terminated by any party, without penalty or further obligation, in accordance with the provisions of
Arizona Revised Statutes Section 38-511, in the event of the occurrence of any of the circumstances
described in Arizona Revised Statutes Section 38-511.

S. NOTICES

Any notice or other communication required or permitted to be given under this Agreement must be
in writing and sent by mail or personal delivery to the parties as follows, or to such other address or
person as the party may designate in writing:

If to Flagstaff: If to the District:

Josh Copley, City Manager Barbara Hickman, Superintendent
City of Flagstaff Flagstaff Unified School District
211 West Aspen Avenue 3285 East Sparrow Avenue
Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 Flagstaff, Arizona 86004

If to the Coalition:

Holly Hulen, President

Coconino Coalition for Children & Youth
2625 North King Street

Flagstaff, Arizona 86004

6. AUTHORITY

Each of the parties represents and warrants that it has full power and authority to enter into this
Agreement and perform its obligations under this Agreement and has taken all required acts or actions
necessary to authorize the same.

7. INTEGRATION AND MERGER

Each of the parties acknowledges and agrees that it has not relied upon any statements,
representations, agreements or warranties, except as expressed in this Agreement, and that this
Agreement constitutes the parties' entire agreement with respect to the matters the Agreement
addresses.

8. WAIVER AND AMENDMENT

The failure to enforce any condition or covenant of this Agreement will not imply or constitute a
waiver of the right to insist upon future performance of the condition or covenant, or of any other

3



provision, nor will any waiver by a party of any breach of any one or more conditions or covenants of
this Agreement constitute a waiver of any succeeding or other breach under this Agreement. Any
waiver or amendment of any of the provisions of this Agreement must be in writing and be executed
by the party against whom enforcement of the same is sought.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed as of the day and
year first above written.

City of Flagstaff Flagstaff Unified School District
Gerald W. Nabours, Mayor Barbara Hickman, Superintendent
Attest: Attest:

City Clerk

Approved as to form: Approved as to form:

City Attorney

Coconino Coalition for Children & Youth

Holly Hulen, President



9.C.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Glorice Pavey, Recreation Supervisor

Co-Submitter: Rebecca Sayers, Interim Recreation Director

Date: 11/10/2015
Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:
Consideration and Approval of Street Closure(s): New Year's Eve

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the street closure at Aspen Avenue (between San Francisco Street and Beaver Street)
and Leroux Street (between Route 66 and Birch Avenue) on December 31, 2015 at 8:00 pm to
January 1, 2016 at 2:00 am.

Executive Summary:

Special events are important to our community. They bring excitement to our City and enhance our
quality of life. If done correctly by addressing parking, trash, noise and congestion, a community event
street closure has the potential to enhance business in the surrounding area.

As a courtesy, the Office of Community Events produces a monthly newsletter for downtown residents
and business owners to inform them of the upcoming City Council meetings, street closures and events
at Heritage Square.

Financial Impact:
Street closures change traffic patterns for local businesses and may have the potential to affect sales.

The cost for barricades is approximately $780 and is budgeted in account 001-06-156-0583-5-4245

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:
Does not meet a Council goal.

REGIONAL PLAN:

Transportation:

Goal T.1. Improve mobility access throughout the region.

Economic Development:

Goal ED.3. Regional economic development partners support the start-up, retention, and expansion of
existing business enterprises.

Goal ED.6. Tourism will continue to provide a year-round source for the community, while expanding
specialized tourist resources and activities.

Goal ED.7. Continue to promote and enhance Flagstaff's unique sense of place as an economic



development driver.

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:
City Council has approved this request in previous years.

Options and Alternatives:

Deny the request to close the proposed downtown streets.
¢ Pro: No impact to the traffic flow of the North Downtown area.
e Con: This would restrict pedestrian traffic to the sidewalks and Heritage Square only. With the
large number of participants expected, this would force participants onto unsecured streets.

Background/History:

New Year's Eve festivities have become increasingly popular, drawing thousands of people to the
downtown area. Starting in 2009, the City initiated street closures to help ensure the safety of the public
during the New Year's Eve events. The Pinecone Drop and the fireworks display occur at both 10:00 PM
and 12:00 AM. The Flagstaff Police Department feels it is important to close the street for safety reasons
at 8:00 PM. Barricades will be provided and placed by Action Barricade Company and the Flagstaff
Police Department will begin to take them down at 1:30 AM.

Key Considerations:

Street closures are permitted by City Council action under the Special Events rules and regulations.
Leroux Street is a two-way street and its closure is allowable under the special event permit guidelines,
without requiring permission from City Council.

Expanded Financial Considerations:
Street closures change traffic patterns for local businesses and may have the potential to affect sales.

The cost for barricades is approximately $780.

Community Benefits and Considerations:
Provide a safe space for families and participants to ring in the New Year.

Community Involvement:

Inform: The City Council meeting date and time has been included in the November issue of the
Downtown Newsletter.

Attachments: Traffic Control Plan
Traffic Control Plan
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CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Glorice Pavey, Recreation Supervisor

Co-Submitter: Rebecca Sayers, Interim Recreation Director

Date: 11/10/2015
Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:
Consideration and Approval of Street Closure(s): Flagstaff Earth Day

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve the street closure at Aspen Avenue between San Francisco Street and Leroux Street on
Saturday, April 23, 2016 from 7:00 am - 5:30 pm.

Executive Summary:

Special events are important to our community. They bring excitement to our City and enhance our
quality of life. If done with advanced preparation by addressing parking, trash, noise and congestion, a
community event street closure has the potential to enhance business in the surrounding area.

The City of Flagstaff Office of Community Events brings forward requests for street closures on behalf of
the applicant. Staff encourages the event producer to conduct outreach and address any concerns that
the community may have regarding this event. As a courtesy, the Office of Community Events produces
a monthly newsletter for downtown residents and business owners to inform them of upcoming City
Council meetings, street closures and events at Heritage Square.

Financial Impact:
Street closures have the potential to change traffic patterns for local businesses.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:
Does not meet a Council goal.

REGIONAL PLAN:

Transportation:
Goal T.1. Improve mobility access throughout the region.

Economic Development:

Goal ED.3. Regional economic development partners support the start-up, retention, and expansion of
existing business enterprises.

Goal ED.6. Tourism will continue to provide a year-round source for the community, while expanding
specialized tourist resources and activities.

Goal ED.7. Continue to promote and enhance Flagstaff's unique sense of place as an economic
development driver.



Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

The Sustainability Program received this exception in 2015. Other events have received this exception
in the past.

Options and Alternatives:

Deny the request to close the proposed downtown streets.

* Pro: Closure of streets in the north downtown historic district have the potential to negatively impact
business in this area. By not allowing the closure, these north downtown businesses and residents could
count on the ordinary flow of traffic and parking.

» Con: This has been a historically well-attended event when held on the front lawn of City Hall and when
held in the downtown area. This event has the potential to bring participants into the north downtown
historic district and increase retail and restaurant sales.

Background/History:

After years of holding the annual Earth Day celebration on the City Hall lawn, community members and
vendors requested the Sustainability Program move the event downtown to give it more of a community
feel. As a result, the Sustainability Program and Sustainability Commission held a successful event in
Heritage Square and on Aspen Ave (San Francisco Street to Leroux Street) last year.

Staff from the Sustainability Program has conducted outreach with the downtown businesses affected by
the closure and the Downtown Business Alliance (DBA). The event was well received in 2015 due in
large part because of the passport program that drove participants into downtown businesses to
purchase items on their passport. Those participants could submit their completed passport to the DBA
in order to be included in a raffle. One business, Mountain Sports, reported a 40% increase in sales
over the previous year.

By allowing the 2015 Earth Day event as an exception to the Special Event Permit Regulations regarding
the full closure of Aspen Avenue (between San Francisco Street and Leroux Street), the City is providing
a safe alternative location for a community event.

Key Considerations:

The current special event permit regulations do not allow for the full closure of one-way downtown
streets. Deviations from the special event permit packet have been approved by City Council on a
case-by-case basis. The Flagstaff Fire Department requires that there be a fire land and access to all
hydrant and water hook-ups on the streets.

Community Benefits and Considerations:

The Flagstaff Earth Day celebration draws approximately 1,500 residents and visitors to the downtown
area. It generates business for Flagstaff shops and restaurants. The event regularly draws from both
private and public sector and provides activities. Earth Day provides a fun and exciting atmosphere
where community members can learn about and participate in different environmentally focused
workshops, tables and projects.



Community Involvement:

Involve: The Sustainability Program has conducted outreach with those businesses affected by the street
closure and with the Downtown Business Alliance.

Inform: The Recreation Section produces a monthly newsletter for downtown businesses and
residents. The newsletter contains event information regarding upcoming City Council meetings,
Heritage Square activities and street closures. Notice of the Council meeting has been included in the
November newsletter.

Attachments: Traffic Control Plan
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10. A.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Elizabeth A. Burke, City Clerk
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Adoption of Resolution No. 2015-37: A resolution of the City Council of the City of
Flagstaff, Coconino County, Arizona, declaring official and adopting the results of the Special Election
held on November 3, 2015. (Results for Election on Changes to City Charter)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1) Read Resolution No. 2015-37 by title only
2) City Clerk reads Resolution No. 2015-37 by title only (if approved above)
2) Adopt Resolution No. 2015-37

Executive Summary:

Arizona Revised Statutes §16-542A requires "the governing body holding an election...meet and canvass
the election not less than six days nor more than twenty days following the election.” The attached
resolution outlines the results of the November 3, 2015, Special Election.

Financial Impact:

There is no financial cost associated with this specific action which has been folded into the overall cost
of the election.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:
This item is not connected to a specific Council goal.

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

The City Council did consider and adopt Resolution No. 2015-26 on June 16, 2015, calling for the
Special Election to be held on November 3, 2015, and approving the ballot language.

Options and Alternatives:
Because canvass of the election is required by law, no alternatives are presented.



Background/History:

On June 16, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2015-26 which authorized the Special
Election to be held on November 3, 2015, and approved the ballot language. The City contracted with
Coconino County Elections to conduct this election as a Mail Ballot election.

As noted in the attached Resolution No 2015-37, four of the seven amendments were approved by the
voters. Once this resolution is adopted canvassing the election results, it will be forwarded to the
Governor's Office for approval. Once the City receives approval from the Governor's Office the changes
will be effective and the Charter will be amended.

Key Considerations:
Required by state law to amend the City Charter

Community Benefits and Considerations:
Empower

Attachments: Res. 2015-37



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-37

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF,
COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA, DECLARING OFFICIAL AND ADOPTING
THE RESULTS OF THE SPECIAL ELECTION HELD ON NOVEMBER 3, 2015

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, ARS 816-642 requires that the City Council canvass the returns of a Special Election
no earlier than six (6) nor later than twenty (20) days following the election; and

WHEREAS, the Special Election returns have been presented to and have been canvassed by the
Flagstaff City Council.

ENACTMENTS:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. That the total number of ballots cast at said Special Election, as shown by the
Election Summary Report provided by the Coconino County Elections Department was 6,745,
Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof. With a total of 28,513 registered voters in the
City, this represents a 23.66% voter turnout. The total number of ballots rejected for the Special
Election of the City of Flagstaff was 145, as indicated in Exhibit B attached hereto and made a part
hereof.

SECTION 2. That the following results of the May 19, 2015, Special Election are hereby declared
official:

QUESTION NO. 1 PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: CITY MANAGER TO
CALL SPECIAL MEETINGS OF COUNCIL

YES: 3,491
NO: 3,151

QUESTION NO. 2 PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: PERSONNEL RULES
AND REGULATIONS

YES: 2,311
NO: 4,312

QUESTION NO. 3 PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: CANDIDATE
ELECTIONS TO BE HELD IN FALL OF EVEN-NUMBERED YEARS

YES: 4,707
NO: 1,952



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-37 Page 2

QUESTION NO. 4

QUESTION NO. 5

QUESTION NO. 6

QUESTION NO. 7

PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: CANDIDATE
ELECTIONS TO BE HELD IN SPRING OF ODD-NUMBERED
YEARS

YES: 2,293
NO: 4,312

PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: ELIMINATION OF
SECTION OF CHARTER RE GENERAL ELECTION

YES: 4,550
NO: 1,891

PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: CITIZEN PETITIONS

YES: 3,462
NO: 3,141

PROPOSED AMENDMENT RELATING TO: CHANGE IN
THRESSHOLD FOR PROCUREMENT FROM $50,000 TO $100,000

YES: 3,019
NO: 3,576
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Flagstaff, this 17th day of November,
2015.
MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM

CITY ATTORNEY
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EXHIBIT ‘A’

ELECTION SUMMARY REPORT FROM COCONINO COUNTY

FINAL RESULTS



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:41:51
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Jurisdiction Wide, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 28513 - Cards Cast 6745 23.66% Num. Report Precinct 26 - Num. Reporting 26 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 26 Number of Precincts 26
Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 %
Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 % Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 %
Total Votes 6642 Total Votes 6595
YES 3491 52.56% YES 3019 45.78%
NO 3151 47.44% NO 3576 54.22%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 26
Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 %
Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 %
Total Votes 6623
YES 2311 34.89%
NO 4312 65.11%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 26
Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 %
Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 %
Total Votes 6659
YES 4707 70.69%
NO 1952 29.31%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 26
Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 %
Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 %
Total Votes 6605
YES 2293 34.72%
NO 4312 65.28%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 26
Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 %
Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 %
Total Votes 6441
YES 4550 70.64%
NO 1891 29.36%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 26
Precincts Reporting 26 100.0 %
Times Counted 6745/28513 23.7 %
Total Votes 6603
YES 3462 52.43%

NO 3141 47.57%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:26:22
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 1, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1278 - Cards Cast 384 30.05% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 % Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 %
Total Votes 378 Total Votes 373
YES 178 47.09% YES 196 52.55%
NO 200 52.91% NO 177 47.45%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 %
Total Votes 378
YES 130 34.39%
NO 248 65.61%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 %
Total Votes 380
YES 294 77.37%
NO 86 22.63%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 %
Total Votes 377
YES 112 29.71%
NO 265 70.29%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 %
Total Votes 365
YES 260 71.23%
NO 105 28.77%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 384/1278 30.0 %
Total Votes 375
YES 181 48.27%

NO 194 51.73%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:26:42
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 2, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1099 - Cards Cast 357 32.48% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 357/1099 325 % Times Counted 357/1099 325 %
Total Votes 349 Total Votes 347
YES 163 46.70% YES 164 47.26%
NO 186 53.30% NO 183 52.74%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 357/1099 325 %
Total Votes 348
YES 99 28.45%
NO 249 71.55%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 357/1099 325 %
Total Votes 353
YES 274  77.62%
NO 79 22.38%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 357/1099 325 %
Total Votes 350
YES 80 22.86%
NO 270 77.14%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 357/1099 325 %
Total Votes 334
YES 239 71.56%
NO 95 28.44%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 357/1099 325 %
Total Votes 345
YES 151 43.77%

NO 194 56.23%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:26:51
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 3, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 781 - Cards Cast 205 26.25% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 205/781 26.2 % Times Counted 205/781 26.2 %
Total Votes 201 Total Votes 196
YES 85 42.29% YES 67 34.18%
NO 116 57.71% NO 129 65.82%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 205/781 26.2 %
Total Votes 201
YES 52 25.87%
NO 149 74.13%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 205/781 26.2 %
Total Votes 203
YES 153 75.37%
NO 50 24.63%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 205/781 26.2 %
Total Votes 201
YES 54  26.87%
NO 147 73.13%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 205/781 26.2 %
Total Votes 193
YES 131 67.88%
NO 62 32.12%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 205/781 26.2 %
Total Votes 199
YES 72 36.18%

NO 127 63.82%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:27:09
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 4, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1399 - Cards Cast 496 35.45% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 496/1399 355 % Times Counted 496/1399 355 %
Total Votes 484 Total Votes 485
YES 255 52.69% YES 220 45.36%
NO 229 47.31% NO 265 54.64%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 496/1399 355 %
Total Votes 485
YES 165 34.02%
NO 320 65.98%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 496/1399 355 %
Total Votes 491
YES 351 71.49%
NO 140 28.51%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 496/1399 355 %
Total Votes 488
YES 156 31.97%
NO 332 68.03%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 496/1399 355 %
Total Votes 467
YES 354 75.80%
NO 113  24.20%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 496/1399 355 %
Total Votes 485
YES 234 48.25%

NO 251 51.75%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:27:22
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 5, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1574 - Cards Cast 460 29.22% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 % Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 %
Total Votes 452 Total Votes 446
YES 252 55.75% YES 220 49.33%
NO 200 44.25% NO 226 50.67%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 %
Total Votes 446
YES 171 38.34%
NO 275 61.66%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 %
Total Votes 452
YES 318 70.35%
NO 134 29.65%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 %
Total Votes 449
YES 144  32.07%
NO 305 67.93%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 %
Total Votes 430
YES 316 73.49%
NO 114 26.51%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1574 29.2 %
Total Votes 448
YES 242 54.02%

NO 206 45.98%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:27:29
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 6, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 909 - Cards Cast 198 21.78% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 198/909 21.8 % Times Counted 198/909 21.8 %
Total Votes 194 Total Votes 194
YES 105 54.12% YES 57 29.38%
NO 89 45.88% NO 137 70.62%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 198/909 21.8 %
Total Votes 193
YES 65 33.68%
NO 128 66.32%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 198/909 21.8 %
Total Votes 194
YES 136 70.10%
NO 58 29.90%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 198/909 21.8 %
Total Votes 196
YES 71 36.22%
NO 125 63.78%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 198/909 21.8 %
Total Votes 193
YES 119 61.66%
NO 74  38.34%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 198/909 21.8 %
Total Votes 196
YES 104 53.06%

NO 92 46.94%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:27:38
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 7, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 945 - Cards Cast 195 20.63% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 195/945 20.6 % Times Counted 195/945 20.6 %
Total Votes 194 Total Votes 193
YES 109 56.19% YES 106 54.92%
NO 85 43.81% NO 87 45.08%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 195/945 20.6 %
Total Votes 195
YES 79 40.51%
NO 116 59.49%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 195/945 20.6 %
Total Votes 192
YES 134 69.79%
NO 58 30.21%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 195/945 20.6 %
Total Votes 191
YES 80 41.88%
NO 111 58.12%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 195/945 20.6 %
Total Votes 190
YES 145 76.32%
NO 45 23.68%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 195/945 20.6 %
Total Votes 192
YES 120 62.50%

NO 72 37.50%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:27:50
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 8, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 748 - Cards Cast 280 37.43% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 280/748 374 % Times Counted 280/748 37.4 %
Total Votes 275 Total Votes 280
YES 106 38.55% YES 143 51.07%
NO 169 61.45% NO 137 48.93%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 280/748 37.4 %
Total Votes 275
YES 71 25.82%
NO 204 74.18%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 280/748 374 %
Total Votes 274
YES 193 70.44%
NO 81 29.56%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 280/748 37.4 %
Total Votes 275
YES 76 27.64%
NO 199 72.36%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 280/748 37.4 %
Total Votes 273
YES 197 72.16%
NO 76 27.84%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 280/748 37.4 %
Total Votes 276
YES 118 42.75%

NO 158 57.25%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:27:56
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 9, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1099 - Cards Cast 129 11.74% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 % Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 %
Total Votes 129 Total Votes 128
YES 72 55.81% YES 53 41.41%
NO 57 44.19% NO 75 58.59%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 %
Total Votes 129
YES 37 28.68%
NO 92 71.32%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 %
Total Votes 129
YES 92 71.32%
NO 37 28.68%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 %
Total Votes 127
YES 46 36.22%
NO 81 63.78%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 %
Total Votes 125
YES 84 67.20%
NO 41 32.80%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 129/1099 11.7 %
Total Votes 128
YES 72 56.25%

NO 56 43.75%



Summary

Election Summary Report ﬁﬁﬁiéé’gg‘%ﬁ
SPECIAL ELECTION Page-L of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015

For Flagstaff 10, All Counters, All Races

OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS

Registered Voters 104 - Cards Cast2  1.92%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%

QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 2/104 19 % Times Counted 2/104 19 %
Total Votes 2 Total Votes 1
YES 1 50.00% YES 0 0.00%
NO 1 50.00% NO 1 100.00%
QUESTION 2

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 2/104 19 %
Total Votes 2
YES 0 0.00%
NO 2 100.00%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 2/104 19 %
Total Votes 2
YES 0 0.00%
NO 2 100.00%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 2/104 19 %
Total Votes 1
YES 1 100.00%
NO 0 0.00%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 2/104 19 %
Total Votes 1
YES 1 100.00%
NO 0 0.00%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 2/104 19 %
Total Votes 1
YES 0 0.00%
NO 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:28:13
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 11, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 729 - Cards Cast 97 13.31% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 97/729 133 % Times Counted 97/729 133 %
Total Votes 96 Total Votes 97
YES 43 44.79% YES 30 30.93%
NO 53 55.21% NO 67 69.07%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 97/729 133 %
Total Votes 97
YES 22 22.68%
NO 75  77.32%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 97/729 133 %
Total Votes 97
YES 67 69.07%
NO 30 30.93%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 97/729 133 %
Total Votes 95
YES 29 30.53%
NO 66 69.47%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 97/729 133 %
Total Votes 94
YES 57 60.64%
NO 37 39.36%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 97/729 133 %
Total Votes 95
YES 39 41.05%

NO 56 58.95%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:28:19
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 12, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 816 - Cards Cast 119 14.58% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 119/816 14.6 % Times Counted 119/816 14.6 %
Total Votes 117 Total Votes 115
YES 57 48.72% YES 49 42.61%
NO 60 51.28% NO 66 57.39%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 119/816 14.6 %
Total Votes 117
YES 33 28.21%
NO 84 T71.79%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 119/816 14.6 %
Total Votes 116
YES 82 70.69%
NO 34 29.31%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 119/816 14.6 %
Total Votes 112
YES 34  30.36%
NO 78 69.64%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 119/816 14.6 %
Total Votes 110
YES 64 58.18%
NO 46  41.82%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 119/816 14.6 %
Total Votes 114
YES 46 40.35%

NO 68 59.65%



Summary

Election Summary Report
SPECIAL ELECTION
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
For Flagstaff 13, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS

Date:11/04/15
Time:08:28:28
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 225 - Cards Cast 7 3.11%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 7225 3.1 %
Total Votes 7
YES 2 2857%
NO 5 71.43%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 71225 3.1 %
Total Votes 7
YES 3 42.86%
NO 4 57.14%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 7225 3.1 %
Total Votes 7
YES 5 71.43%
NO 2 2857%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 71225 3.1 %
Total Votes 7
YES 3 42.86%
NO 4 57.14%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 7225 3.1 %
Total Votes 7
YES 3 42.86%
NO 4 57.14%

QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 71225 3.1 % Times Counted 71225 3.1 %
Total Votes 7 Total Votes 7
YES 4 57.14% YES 4 57.14%
NO 3 42.86% NO 3 42.86%
QUESTION 2




Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:28:33
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 14, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 800 - Cards Cast 88 11.00% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 88/800 11.0 % Times Counted 88/800 11.0 %
Total Votes 84 Total Votes 83
YES 45 53.57% YES 29 34.94%
NO 39 46.43% NO 54  65.06%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 88/800 11.0 %
Total Votes 82
YES 20 24.39%
NO 62 75.61%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 88/800 11.0 %
Total Votes 85
YES 63 74.12%
NO 22 25.88%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 88/800 11.0 %
Total Votes 85
YES 30 35.29%
NO 55 64.71%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 88/800 11.0 %
Total Votes 81
YES 47 58.02%
NO 34  41.98%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 88/800 11.0 %
Total Votes 85
YES 45 52.94%

NO 40 47.06%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:28:42
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 15, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 2132 - Cards Cast 363 17.03% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 % Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 %
Total Votes 359 Total Votes 355
YES 157 43.73% YES 126 35.49%
NO 202 56.27% NO 229 64.51%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 %
Total Votes 357
YES 96 26.89%
NO 261 73.11%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 %
Total Votes 358
YES 234 65.36%
NO 124  34.64%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 %
Total Votes 354
YES 120 33.90%
NO 234 66.10%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 %
Total Votes 348
YES 212 60.92%
NO 136 39.08%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 363/2132 17.0 %
Total Votes 355
YES 168 47.32%

NO 187 52.68%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:28:50
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 16, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1605 - Cards Cast 460 28.66% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 % Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 %
Total Votes 455 Total Votes 453
YES 207 45.49% YES 185 40.84%
NO 248 54.51% NO 268 59.16%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 %
Total Votes 453
YES 136 30.02%
NO 317 69.98%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 %
Total Votes 457
YES 340 74.40%
NO 117 25.60%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 %
Total Votes 455
YES 136 29.89%
NO 319 70.11%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 %
Total Votes 450
YES 320 71.11%
NO 130 28.89%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 460/1605 28.7 %
Total Votes 456
YES 223  48.90%

NO 233 51.10%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:29:10
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 17, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 581 - Cards Cast 116 19.97% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 116/581 20.0 % Times Counted 116/581 20.0 %
Total Votes 116 Total Votes 116
YES 63 54.31% YES 55 47.41%
NO 53  45.69% NO 61 52.59%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 116/581 20.0 %
Total Votes 116
YES 42 36.21%
NO 74 63.79%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 116/581 20.0 %
Total Votes 116
YES 83 71.55%
NO 33 28.45%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 116/581 20.0 %
Total Votes 115
YES 41 35.65%
NO 74  64.35%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 116/581 20.0 %
Total Votes 114
YES 87 76.32%
NO 27 23.68%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 116/581 20.0 %
Total Votes 116
YES 65 56.03%

NO 51 43.97%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:29:21
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 18, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 612 - Cards Cast 103  16.83% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 103/612 16.8 % Times Counted 103/612 16.8 %
Total Votes 103 Total Votes 102
YES 59 57.28% YES 44  43.14%
NO 44 42.72% NO 58 56.86%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 103/612 16.8 %
Total Votes 103
YES 35 33.98%
NO 68 66.02%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 103/612 16.8 %
Total Votes 103
YES 64 62.14%
NO 39 37.86%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 103/612 16.8 %
Total Votes 103
YES 40 38.83%
NO 63 61.17%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 103/612 16.8 %
Total Votes 101
YES 62 61.39%
NO 39 38.61%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 103/612 16.8 %
Total Votes 103
YES 57 55.34%

NO 46 44.66%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:29:27
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 19, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1284 - Cards Cast 310 24.14% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 % Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 %
Total Votes 305 Total Votes 301
YES 181 59.34% YES 150 49.83%
NO 124  40.66% NO 151 50.17%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 %
Total Votes 304
YES 128 42.11%
NO 176 57.89%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 %
Total Votes 305
YES 212 69.51%
NO 93 30.49%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 %
Total Votes 303
YES 116 38.28%
NO 187 61.72%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 %
Total Votes 292
YES 221 75.68%
NO 71 24.32%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 310/1284 24.1 %
Total Votes 300
YES 171 57.00%

NO 129 43.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:29:37
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 20, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 282 - Cards Cast 24 8.51% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 24/282 85 % Times Counted 24/282 8.5 %
Total Votes 24 Total Votes 24
YES 16 66.67% YES 10 41.67%
NO 8 33.33% NO 14 58.33%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 24/282 85 %
Total Votes 24
YES 8 33.33%
NO 16 66.67%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 24/282 85 %
Total Votes 24
YES 19 79.17%
NO 5 20.83%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 24/282 85 %
Total Votes 24
YES 9 37.50%
NO 15 62.50%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 24/282 85 %
Total Votes 24
YES 14 58.33%
NO 10 41.67%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 24/282 85 %
Total Votes 24
YES 14 58.33%

NO 10 41.67%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:29:45
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 21, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1756 - Cards Cast 523 29.78% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 % Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 %
Total Votes 518 Total Votes 516
YES 278 53.67% YES 253  49.03%
NO 240 46.33% NO 263 50.97%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 %
Total Votes 517
YES 188 36.36%
NO 329 63.64%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 %
Total Votes 517
YES 367 70.99%
NO 150 29.01%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 %
Total Votes 511
YES 165 32.29%
NO 346 67.71%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 %
Total Votes 502
YES 360 71.71%
NO 142 28.29%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 523/1756 29.8 %
Total Votes 517
YES 290 56.09%

NO 227 43.91%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:29:59
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 22, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 2261 - Cards Cast 465 20.57% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 % Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 %
Total Votes 454 Total Votes 453
YES 269 59.25% YES 221 48.79%
NO 185 40.75% NO 232 51.21%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 %
Total Votes 452
YES 188 41.59%
NO 264 58.41%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 %
Total Votes 460
YES 325 70.65%
NO 135 29.35%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 %
Total Votes 459
YES 192 41.83%
NO 267 58.17%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 %
Total Votes 444
YES 322 72.52%
NO 122 27.48%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 465/2261 20.6 %
Total Votes 453
YES 275 60.71%

NO 178 39.29%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:30:04
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 23, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 908 - Cards Cast 182  20.04% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 182/908 20.0 % Times Counted 182/908 20.0 %
Total Votes 179 Total Votes 178
YES 107 59.78% YES 69 38.76%
NO 72 40.22% NO 109 61.24%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 182/908 20.0 %
Total Votes 179
YES 54  30.17%
NO 125 69.83%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 182/908 20.0 %
Total Votes 181
YES 117 64.64%
NO 64 35.36%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 182/908 20.0 %
Total Votes 177
YES 64 36.16%
NO 113 63.84%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 182/908 20.0 %
Total Votes 178
YES 123  69.10%
NO 55 30.90%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 182/908 20.0 %
Total Votes 179
YES 98 54.75%

NO 81 45.25%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:30:13
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 24, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 2138 - Cards Cast 591 27.64% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 % Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 %
Total Votes 586 Total Votes 577
YES 361 61.60% YES 307 53.21%
NO 225 38.40% NO 270 46.79%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 %
Total Votes 585
YES 272 46.50%
NO 313 53.50%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 %
Total Votes 583
YES 399 68.44%
NO 184 31.56%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 %
Total Votes 575
YES 251 43.65%
NO 324 56.35%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 %
Total Votes 563
YES 413 73.36%
NO 150 26.64%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 591/2138 27.6 %
Total Votes 579
YES 340 58.72%

NO 239 41.28%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:30:21
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 25, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 1569 - Cards Cast 439 27.98% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 % Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 %
Total Votes 432 Total Votes 425
YES 245 56.71% YES 191 44.94%
NO 187 43.29% NO 234 55.06%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 %
Total Votes 429
YES 165 38.46%
NO 264 61.54%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 %
Total Votes 429
YES 290 67.60%
NO 139 32.40%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 %
Total Votes 424
YES 173  40.80%
NO 251 59.20%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 %
Total Votes 416
YES 304 73.08%
NO 112 26.92%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 439/1569 28.0 %
Total Votes 425
YES 246 57.88%

NO 179  42.12%



Election Summary Report Date:11/04/15

Time:08:30:33
SPECIAL ELECTION Page:1 of 1
NOVEMBER 3, 2015
Summary For Flagstaff 26, All Counters, All Races
OFFICIAL FINAL RESULTS
Registered Voters 879 - Cards Cast 152  17.29% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
QUESTION 1 QUESTION 7
Total Total
Number of Precincts 1 Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 % Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/879 17.3 % Times Counted 152/879 17.3 %
Total Votes 149 Total Votes 150
YES 73 48.99% YES 70 46.67%
NO 76 51.01% NO 80 53.33%
QUESTION 2
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/879 173 %
Total Votes 149
YES 53 35.57%
NO 96 64.43%
QUESTION 3
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/879 17.3 %
Total Votes 151
YES 97 64.24%
NO 54 35.76%
QUESTION 4
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/879 173 %
Total Votes 151
YES 68 45.03%
NO 83 54.97%
QUESTION 5
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/879 17.3 %
Total Votes 146
YES 95 65.07%
NO 51 34.93%
QUESTION 6
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/879 173 %
Total Votes 150
YES 88 58.67%

NO 62 41.33%



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-37 Page 4

EXHIBIT ‘B’
REJECTED — SIGNATURE DIFFERENT: 32
REJECTED — SIGNATURE MISSING: 18
REJECTED — BALLOT RECEIVED TOO LATE: _95
REJECTED — TOTAL 145

BALLOTS RETURNED UNDELIVERABLE: 1,301



10. B.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Mark Gaillard, Fire Chief
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Approval of Contract: An intergovernmental agreement with the Summit Fire
District for management services. (Approve Intergovernmental agreement with Summit Fire District
in the amount of $72,900).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve entering into an IGA with the Summit Fire District for management services.

Executive Summary:

The IGA is a 2 year agreement whereby the City of Flagstaff Fire Department will provide management
services to the Summit Fire District.

Financial Impact:

The Summit Fire District (SFD) will compensate the City of Flagstaff $72,900.00 (annually) in
consideration of the management services provided by the City.

The FY 2016 budget does have appropriation for the additional expenditures needed to provide
management service under this IGA. The estimate for FY 2016 will be $15,454 plus a potential $20,000
for daily staffing impacts. The revenue from Summit Fire District will offset these costs to keep the
General Fund cost neutral. Should the IGA be approved, the FY 2017 budget will be aligned for these
revenues and expenditures.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

Invest in our employees and implement retention and attraction strategies

Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient and
effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

Develop and implement guiding principles that address public safety service levels through appropriate
staffing levels

REGIONAL PLAN:

Goal PF.1. Work across all government operations and services to prepare for the impacts of natural and
human caused hazards.

Goal PF.3. Provide high-quality emergency response and public safety services including law
enforcement, fire, medical, and ambulance transport service

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:



N/A

Options and Alternatives:

1) Approve the IGA as presented.
2) Direct the Fire Chief to negotiate amended terms of the IGA with the Summit Fire District.
3) Choose not to provide management services to the Summit Fire District.

Background/History:
Flagstaff Fire Department.

The provision of fire/medical/rescue services in Flagstaff has been particularly challenged in the
aftermath of the Great Recession. Divergent pressures have caused numerous public agencies to look
for alternatives and innovations to sustain service delivery. The Flagstaff Fire Department has
experienced an annual increase in calls for service of 8-10% and is tracking toward another increase this
calendar year. While calls for service have been on the rise, increasing pension costs associated with
the unfunded obligation within the local PSPRS plan have necessitated an increase in employer
contribution to 67.71% of wages. The Fire Department workforce that would be available to respond to
the increased service demands and also pay into the pension plan has undergone a reduction in force of
17% since pre-recession staffing levels.

The fire department is currently staffed with eighty-five (85) personnel. There are seven (7) strategically
located fire stations throughout the city limits of Flagstaff. Six stations are fire/EMS/rescue
response stations and one is our Wildland Fire Management station.

Summit Fire District.

The Summit Fire and Medical District dates back to 1973. The Doney Park Fire District was established
in 1973 and in 1977 the Timberline-Fernwood Fire District was organized in response to the Radio Fire
on Mount Elden. The two departments merged into Summit Fire and Medical District in 2001. In 2006 the
Summit Fire District started providing service to the Fort Valley area, and merged those two
organizations into the Summit Fire and Medical District (SFMD) in 2009. SFMD responds from four fire
stations with Advance Life Support engine companies. SFMD is staffed with a total of 40 fulltime
employees and have lost 6 firefighter positions through retirement/attrition. Three of four engine
companies have three personnel and one responds with two. SFMD serves approximately 10,000
residences and responds to the highways that run through the district.

Seizing opportunities and providing good fiscal policy has helped Summit Fire District weather the Great
Recession. Since the Shultz Fire and flooding in 2010, as well as the impact of the housing market crash
of 2008, the Summit Fire District is currently at 59% of the funding that was available in 2008. SFMD
initiated multiple cost cutting approaches that have prevented layoffs of any firefighters. SFMD has
reduced their overall liabilities, while creating a capital carry forward fund to weather these financially
difficult times.



Key Considerations:

Strategic Importance

The proposed IGA supports three of the four strategic initiatives of the Flagstaff Fire Department:
Develop Regional Partnerships, Invest in Professional Development, and Improving Operational
Effectiveness.

Develop Regional Partnerships

This strategic priority involves proactively enhancing services and partnerships to best serve the region
and provide the best use of limited public and private resources. The City Council has approved several
initiatives to assist the department in advancing regionalism and thus expand resource capability. Those
actions include: Restructuring of the Greater Flagstaff Mutual Aid Agreement, joining the Arizona Mutual
Aid Compact, co-funding a regional training officer with 4 other jurisdictions, and most recently,
authorizing the return of Summit Fire District to the regional dispatch center operated by the City.

The IGA leverages the ability of the Flagstaff Fire Department and Summit Fire District to improve
firefighter safety and obtain improved outcomes. The departments routinely assist each other. The City
of Flagstaff requests mutual aid from Summit Fire District on an average of twice per month. Flagstaff
responds to requests for mutual aid by Summit Fire District approximately once per month. All efforts to
provide uniformity in service and procedures gain the desired result of improved life safety services and
firefighter safety for both jurisdictions.

Invest in Professional Development.

To address this strategic priority the department seeks to ensure all employees are well-trained,
mentored, and prepared for diverse roles in a proactive, responsive and experienced Fire, Medical and
Rescue Department. The department struggles, within our current fiscal climate, to provide adequate
training and experiential exposure to develop our members. To illustrate the urgency of this strategic
area, consider the following:

¢ Of the 81 sworn positions in the department, 18 (22.2%) of the workforce have retired in the last 5
years;

¢ Of the current workforce, 23 (28.3%) are eligible to retire within the next 5 years.

¢ Of those 23 eligible to retire in the next 5 years, 11 (13.5%) have entered the deferred retirement
option plan and must retire.

Flagstaff Fire Department is one of many public agencies experiencing the wave of public employees
who are leaving the workforce. The September 2015 issue of American City and County referred to the
issue as "The Retirement Tsunami". Municipal organizations will be increasingly challenged to prepare
their workforce for the void created by an increasingly large retirement of experienced workers.

The IGA provides tremendous professional development opportunities for up to four personnel. Over
12,000 hours of experience based professional development will result from the execution of the IGA.
The experiences gained by personnel working temporarily in positions of greater authority and
responsibility are very difficult to provide to our members who represent the future leadership of the
department. The ability to provide senior level chief officer and battalion level chief officer training is an
even more rare opportunity.



Improve Operational Efficiencies.

This strategic opportunity compels us to provide for community safety through the implementation of best
practices, technology, innovation and partnerships to strive to meet the needs of all citizens. As
municipal services are challenged to find new service models and eliminate redundancies, many fire
departments are looking at shared resources to attain the fulfillment of their mission. Within the State of
Arizona, several fire departments have merged, formed joint powers authorities, or contracted for
services similar to the City of Flagstaff's agreements with Westwood Estates and Lockett Ranch Fire
Districts.

The IGA allows Summit Fire District and the City to explore greater efficiencies by eliminating redundant
efforts within both departments. Examples include staff functions such as support services,

medical quality control, support and training; firefighter safety and health, and other related functions
carried out by line officers.

Features of the IGA
Maintain Local Control.

The Flagstaff City Council retains its independent and legislative authority to exercise its powers in
matters affecting fire/medical/rescue services in Flagstaff. The Summit Fire District Board retains its
powers in matters affecting services within the fire district. Each agency retains its own budget and does
not share appropriations.

Fire Chief Services.

The Flagstaff Department is not staffed adequately to enter into the IGA without increasing its resources
at the command staff level. The IGA will be executed by the creation of a temporary (and additional)
Deputy Fire Chief position. A Flagstaff Deputy Fire Chief will be assigned to Summit for day to day
operations. The Flagstaff Fire Chief will provide general management of the Summit Fire Administration
and be responsible for overall administrative functions as outlined in Section 5 of the IGA.

Operational Approach.

The IGA will necessitate the increase in command staff for the Flagstaff Fire Department. Since the

IGA is a two year pilot, our proposed implementation will be to staff up for the pilot with temporary
appointments that provide flexibility to distribute the professional development opportunities and to easily
return to our existing structure at the end of the IGA.

The personnel moves necessitated to implement the IGA may occasionally result in an impact to daily
staffing. The impact to daily staffing would be caused by one vacancy created at the Firefighter level,
typically caused by other unscheduled leaves such as sick leave. When this occurs, an off

duty firefighter will be hired back on overtime to cover the vacancy. The financial consideration provided
by the Summit Fire District will offset this expense.



Expanded Financial Considerations:

As part of the IGA, the Summit Fire District will provide $72,900 in funding to pay with the cost of
providing management services. These funds will provide for 4 acting and/or temporary promotions for
one firefighter, one engineer, one captain, and one battalion chief. This will allow a deputy chief to be
assigned to the District as a representative of the Chief's office, leaving a balance of $41,409. These
funds will be available to cover expenses with daily staffing, should they occur, along with $400 annually
for vehicle insurance. The chart below represents the estimated costs for each position and includes the
costs of benefits.

Positions Movement Salary Midpoint % Increase Total
Battalion to Deputy $87,239 11% $9,596
Captain to Battalion $62,988 5% $3,149
Engineer to Captain $56,258 5% $2,813
Firefighter to Engineer $47,222 5% $2,361
Salary Increase
Subtotal $17,920
Benefits 74% $13.171
Total Cost Estimate $31,091
Summit Fire Funds $72.900
Funds to cover vehicle $400
Insurance
Eunds to cover daily staffing $41,409
1mpacts

Community Benefits and Considerations:

Fire Fighter Safety and Operational Effectiveness.
The objectives of the IGA are improved life safety services and increased firefighter safety. The IGA

provides for improved services to our citizens by reducing the variation in service delivery through
consistency. This most often will be realized when the two departments work together during mutual aid
calls for assistance. Currently Summit Fire District is responding into the City of Flagstaff twice as often
as the City responds into the district. Creating operational consistency through a common set of
procedures, expectations and training will lead to increased levels of firefighter safety. Safety is achieved
by reducing variance in the high risk/low frequency nature of our emergency work.

Succession Planning.
As discussed in the Key Considerations, the IGA supports development of the City of Flagstaff Fire

Department command staff. The opportunity to place members into positions of higher authority to gain
valuable experience is consistent with the department's efforts to support professional development.

Efficiency.
The IGA is a low risk way to explore innovative structures and agreements that reduce redundancy in

government, increase capacity of the command staffs for two fire departments, and defer future costs.

Community Involvement:
Inform

Expanded Options and Alternatives:




Attachments: ORG CHART
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10. C.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Michael O'Connor, Public Works Section Director
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Adoption of Ordinance No. 2015-19: An ordinance of the City Council of the City
of Flagstaff, amending the Flagstaff City Code, Section 3-10-001-0007 Cemetery to increase Cemetery
fees by 10%. (Cemetery fee increase)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

At the November 17, 2015, City Council Meeting:
1) Read Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the first time

2) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the first time (if approved above)

At the December 1, 2015, City Council Meeting:
3) Read Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the final time

4) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-19 by title only for the final time (if approved above)
5) Adopt Ordinance No. 2015-19

Executive Summary:

At the April 22, 2015 Council budget advance, the Council expressed support to increase Cemetery fees
by 10%. The City has provided the required 60 day notification on the City website of this potential fee
increase. Staff proposes a January 1, 2016 effective date.

Financial Impact:

The City of Flagstaff receives approximately $130,000 per year in Cemetery fees. The proposed fee
increase is estimated to generate an additional $13,000 per year in revenue for the General Fund.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient and
effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

Yes, Cemetery fees were increased in August of 2009 after Council direction. This was also discussed at
the February 2015 and April 2015 budget advances by Council.



Options and Alternatives:

1) Approve the fee increase to generate an estimated $13,000 new revenue to the General Fund.
2) Do not approve the fee increase. This option will lower the future recurring revenues in the General
Fund and will be adjusted in the fiscal year 2017 budget process.

Background/History:

The City owns and operates Citizens Cemetery. The City charges user fees to help pay for costs
related to use of the Cemetery. As part of the City of Flagstaff annual budget process, certain user fees
are brought forward to Council for consideration to increase. For FY2016, City staff provided information
to Council on the Cemetery fees.

In 2009, the City conducted a user fee study of services provided at Citizens Cemetery. At that time fees
were adjusted based on actual costs to provide services. Historically fees have been charged differently
between residents and non-residents. The fees that were adjusted were addressed in the

ordinance based on the User Fee study in 2009. Fees have not been adjusted since 2009. The
Cemetery master plan of 1999 recommended increasing user fees and yearly increases based on the
consumer price index. This is not a practice that is followed currently. In this current fee structure, we
addressed both resident and non-resident fees by 10%.

At the April 22, 2015 City Council Budget advance, the Council reviewed several user fees. The
discussion was to increase existing Cemetery fees by 10% to generate $13,000 in revenue. This will be
revenue deposited into the General Fund.

At the February budget advance there were two Councilmembers in full support and two
Councilmembers providing tentative support. The item was brought before Council again at the April
budget advance and the majority agreed to impose a fee increase to help fund ongoing expenditures for
the fiscal year 2016 budget. City staff posted the statutorily required 60-day notice on the City website
and stated this fee increase would be considered at the November 17, 2015 Council meeting. Staff is
recommending that it become effective on January 1, 2016.

Key Considerations:

The estimated new revenue of $13,000 has been included in the total ongoing resources used to
balance the FY2016 City of Flagstaff budget. If this were not approved, expenditures of $13,000 would
have to be reduced in the General Fund. Should Council decide not to increase the fees for the
Cemetery, the ongoing revenue source will be adjusted with the fiscal year 2017 budget.

Community Involvement:

Inform

The public has been notified through the website post that the City is considering this fee increase. The
public will have the opportunity to provide feedback to the Council as the proposed Ordinance is
considered by Council for approval.

Attachments: Proposed Cemetery fees
Ordinance 2015-19

Notice of Proposed Increase in Fees



9/21/2015 CEMETERY
PROPOSED FEES FOR

FY-2016
2008-2009 2008-2009 2015 Current 2016 2016 Proposed.
100% User Fee User Fee 2015 Current | Fee - Non- |Proposed. Fee Fee for
Study Recommend | Fee - Resident Resident for Residents | Non-Residents
Caskets Easement Fees
Grave Site Easements $600 $600 $600 $660 $660
Opening/Closing Fee $1,222 $720 $720 $1,320 $800 $1,460
Perpetual Care Fee $90 $90 $90 $100 $100
$1,410 $1,410 $2,010 $1,560 $2,220
Caskets Veterans Mass. ODD
Opening Closing Fee $720 $1,320 $800 $1,460
Perpetual Care Fee $90 $90 $100 $100
$810 $1,410 $900 $1,560
Cremains
Grave Site Easements $600 $600 $600 $660 $660
Opening/Closing Fee $407 $375 $375 $675 $420 $750
Perpetual Care Fee $25 $25 $25 $30 $30
$1,000 $1,000 $1,300 $1,110 $1,440
Cremains Veterans Mass. ODD
Opening/Closng Fee $375 $675 $420 $760
Perpetual Care Fee $25 $25 $30 $30
$400 $700 $450 $790
Infants
Grave Site Easement $125 $125 $125 $140 $140
Opening/Closing Fee $626 $150 $150 $450 $170 $500
Perpetual Care Fee $25 $25 $25 $30 $30
$300 $300 $600 $340 $670




9/21/2015 CEMETERY
PROPOSED FEES FOR
FY-2016
2008-2009 2008-2009 2015 Current 2016 2016 Proposed.
100% User Fee User Fee 2015 Current | Fee - Non- |Proposed. Fee Fee for
Study Recommend | Fee - Resident Resident for Residents | Non-Residents

Mausoleum

Opening/Closing Fee $407 $310 $310 $910 $350 $1,010

Perpetual Care Fee $90 $90 $90 $100 $100

$400 $400 $1,000 $450 $1,110

Columbarium

Top $500 $500 $550 $550

Bottom $450 $450 $500 $500

Open/Close Fee $251 $175 $175 $475 $200 $530
Head Marker Settings

Single Head Marker $626 $120 $120 $120 $140 $140

Double Head Marker $200 $200 $220 $220

Vases $40 $40 $50 $50
Exhumations

Casket $1,096 $1,090 $1,090 $1,090 $1,200 $1,200

Infant $800 $800 $880 $880

Cremains $400 $400 $440 $440
Overtime Fees

After 3 PM Mon-Fri Extra $100| $100| $110| $110

(For Internment done after 3 PM)

Sat. Burials 8 am - 12 PM Extra $250 $250 $280 $280

Sat. Burials 12 pm - 4 pm Extra $300 $300 $330 $330

Less than 48 Working Hrs Notice Extra $100 $100 $110 $110

Weekend Excavation Extra $250 $250 $280 $280




ORDINANCE NO. 2015-19

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF,
AMENDING THE FLAGSTAFF CITY CODE, TITLE 3, BUSINESS
REGULATIONS, CHAPTER 10, USER FEES, SECTION 3-10-001-0007,
CEMETERY FEES; PROVIDING FOR PENALTIES, REPEAL OF
CONFLICTING ORDINANCES, SEVERABILITY, AND ESTABLISHING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE

RECITALS:
WHEREAS, the City of Flagstaff desires to increase Cemetery fees by 10% to help recover
operational costs identified in the City 2009 User Fee Study.

ENACTMENTS:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. In General.

The Flagstaff City Code, Title 3, Business Regulations, Chapter 10, User Fees, Section 3-10-
001-0007, Cemetery Fees, is hereby amended by deleting the current fee schedule in its
entirety and replacing it with a new fee schedule to read as follows:

Fee for Fee for
Residents Non-Residents

Caskets Easement Fees

Grave Site Easements $ 660 $ 660
Opening/Closing Fee 800 1,460
Perpetual Care Fee 100 100
1,560 2,220
Caskets Veterans Mass. ODD
Opening Closing Fee 800 1,460
Perpetual Care Fee 100 100
900 1,560
Cremains
Grave Site Easements 660 660
Opening/Closing Fee 420 750
Perpetual Care Fee 30 30
1,110 1,440
Cremains Veterans Mass. ODD
Opening/Closing Fee 420 760
Perpetual Care Fee 30 30

450 790
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Infants
Grave Site Easement 140 140
Opening/Closing Fee 170 500
Perpetual Care Fee 30 30
340 670
Mausoleum
Opening/Closing Fee 350 1,010
Perpetual Care Fee 100 100
450 1,110
Columbarium
Top 550 550
Bottom 500 500
Open/Close Fee 200 530
Head Marker Settings
Single Head Marker 140 140
Double Head Marker 220 220
Vases 50 50
Exhumations
Casket 1,200 1,200
Infant 880 880
Cremains 440 440
Overtime Fees
After 3 PM Mon-Fri 110 110
(For Internment done after 3 PM)
Saturday Burials 8 am-12 pm 280 280
Saturday Burials 12 pm- 4 pm 330 330
Less than 48 Working Hours’ Notice 110 110
Weekend Excavation 280 280

SECTION 2. Repeal of Conflicting Ordinances.

All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with the provisions of this ordinance or any
part of the code adopted herein by reference are hereby repealed.

SECTION 3. Severability.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this ordinance or any part of
the code adopted herein by reference is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by
the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of
the remaining portions thereof.
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SECTION 4. Effective Date.

This ordinance shall become effective from and after January 1, 2016.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Flagstaff this 1st day of December,
2015.

MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY



NOTICE OF PROPOSED INCREASE IN CEMETERY FEES

The City of Flagstaff hereby gives notice pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-449.15 that it proposes to
amend the City Code to increase cemetery fees by various amounts. These fees are used to
pay for the City costs of providing and maintaining these services.

The City Council will consider the proposed changes at the following date and time:

November 17, 2015 at 4:00 PM.
City Council Chambers

211 W. Aspen Avenue
Flagstaff, Arizona 86001

A first reading of an ordinance to approve this change is anticipated to occur on November 17,
2015. A second reading of the ordinance is required, with changes effective on January 1, 2016.

More specifically, the changes under consideration are:

e Proposed change to City Code, Title 3 Business Regulations, Chapter 3-10-001-0007,
Cemetery. The fees are currently set based upon services requested and as presented
on the following page.

The City Council may approve, reject, modify, increase or decrease the amount of the proposed
fee increase.

Please contact Erik Solberg, 928-213-2105, if you have any questions.

Submitted by: Barbara Goodrich

This notice is posted on the homepage of the City Website this 4th day of August, 2015.

Posted by: Kim Ott



2016

2016 Recommended
Current Current Fee -Non-| Recommended Fee for
Fee - Resident Resident Fee for Residents  Non-Residents
Caskets Easement Fees
Grave Site Easements 600 600 660 660
Opening/Closing Fee 720 1,320 800 1,460
Perpetual Care Fee 90 90 100 100
1,410 2,010 1,560 2,220
Caskets Veterans Mass. ODD
Opening Closing Fee 720 1,320 800 1,460
Perpetual Care Fee 90 90 100 100
810 1,410 900 1,560
Cremains
Grave Site Easements 600 600 660 660
Opening/Closing Fee 375 675 420 750
Perpetual Care Fee 25 25 30 30
1,000 1,300 1,110 1,440
Cremains Veterans Mass. ODD
Opening/Closng Fee 375 675 420 760
Perpetual Care Fee 25 25 30 30
400 700 450 790
Infants
Grave Site Easement 125 125 140 140
Opening/Closing Fee 150 450 170 500
Perpetual Care Fee 25 25 30 30
300 600 340 670
Mausoleum
Opening/Closing Fee 310 910 350 1,010
Perpetual Care Fee 90 90 100 100
400 1,000 450 1,110
Columbarium
Top 500 500 550 550
Bottom 450 450 500 500
Open/Close Fee 175 475 200 530
Head Marker Settings
Single Head Marker 120 120 140 140
Double Head Marker 200 200 220 220
Vases 40 40 50 50
Exhumations
Casket 1,090 1,090 1,200 1,200
Infant 800 800 880 880
Cremains 400 400 440 440
Overtime Fees
After 3 PM Mon-Fri Extra 100 100 110 110
(For Internment done after 3 PM)
Sat. Burials 8 am - 12 PM Extra 250 250 280 280
Sat. Burials 12 pm - 4 pm Extra 300 300 330 330
Less than 48 Working Hrs Notice Extra 100 100 110 110
Weekend Excavation Extra 250 250 280 280




10. D.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Stephanie Smith, Assistant to City Manager
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:
Consideration and Approval: 2016 Intergovernmental Relations Priorities

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve 2016 Intergovernmental Relations Priorities

Executive Summary:

The City of Flagstaff's Intergovernmental Relations Program coordinates the City's dealings with the
federal, state, tribal and other local governments, and seeks to foster constructive links between the City
and these entities. The program works to advocate for the Flagstaff community by fostering and
maintaining relationships with individuals and entities that affect the City's interest.

Each year the City adopts state and federal legislative priorities to establish City positions on issues,
policies and projects of legislative interest. Council also adopts guiding principles to also direct the City's
advocacy and intergovernmental efforts.

On November 3, 2015, City Council provided staff input on state, federal and tribal relations priorities.
On November 10, 2015, Council reviewed the draft intergovernmental guiding principles and priorities
that were developed based on the Council's input. Additional input was provided to staff based on
Council's review of the draft document. Attached to the staff summary is a revised document that
incorporates the most recent input from Council. On November 17, 2015, the Council will consider for
adoption the 2016 guiding principles and priorities for the City's Intergovernmental Relations Program.

Also included in the staff summary is a 2015 bill tracking overview and a summary of the Council
communication and engagement strategies for the City's intergovernmental efforts.

Financial Impact:

Staff continually evaluates financial impacts of legislation and regulatory policy changes at the local, state
and federal level.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

1) Invest in our employees and implement retention and attraction strategies

2) Ensure Flagstaff has a long-term water supply for current and future needs

3) Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient
and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

4) Explore and adopt policies to lower the costs associated with housing to the end user



5) Develop and implement guiding principles that address public safety service levels through
appropriate staffing levels

6) Relieve traffic congestion throughout Flagstaff

7) Address key issues and processes related to the implementation of the Regional Plan

8) Improve effectiveness of notification, communication, and engagement with residents, neighborhoods
and businesses and about City services, programs, policies, projects and developments

9) Foster relationships and maintain economic development commitment to partners

10) Decrease the number of working poor

11) Ensure that we are as prepared as possible for extreme weather events

REGIONAL PLAN:

Historically, many of the Council's adopted legislative priorities support some of the Regional Plan's goals
and policies. Through advocacy, the City's contracted lobbyists help to deliver City services effectively
and efficiently.

Goal PF.2: Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an
efficient and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics.

Previous Council Decision on This:

On November 3 and 10, 2015, City Council provided staff input on state, federal and tribal relations
priorities.

Options and Alternatives:

Adopt the 2016 Intergovernmental Relations Program Priorities
Amend and adopt the 2016 Intergovernmental Relations Program Priorities

Community Involvement:

Attachments: Leqislative Priorities
Communication and Engagement
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City Council Mission Statement

To protect and enhance the quality of life of its citizens.

City Council Vision Statement

The City of Flagstaff is a safe, diverse, vibrant and innovative community with a unique
character and high quality of life. The City fosters and supports a balance of economic,
environmental, educational and cultural opportunities.

Intergovernmental Relations

The City of Flagstaff Intergovernmental Relations Program addresses legislative initiatives at
the county, state, and federal levels, which follow annual legislative calendars. The program
mission is to develop and advocate for the Flagstaff community by fostering and maintaining
relationships with individuals and entities that affect the City’s interests. As a member of the
League of Arizona Cities and Towns, the City of Flagstaff has assisted in the drafting and
development of League Resolutions. Council adoption of the League resolutions, our
identified priorities and guiding principles are incorporated as part of our legislative agenda.

The City Manager's Office coordinates an active legislative program focused on protecting the
interests of our community and identifying resources available to enhance City services and
programs. The City Council and City Manager's Office work closely with our legislative
advocates in Washington, D.C., and Phoenix, as well as with the League of Arizona Cities and
Towns to influence policy decisions that affect cities local control and local funding.

The 2016 Legislative Priorities provide a framework for the City of Flagstaff's
Intergovernmental Program. Adopted annually, the City’s Intergovernmental Guiding
Principles and Legislative Priorities are the foundation of a focused advocacy strategy and
serves as a reference guide for legislative positions and objectives that provide direction for
the City Council and staff throughout the year.

Federal and state legislative proposals and policies consistent with the City’s

Intergovernmental Guiding Principles and Legislative Priorities may be supported by the City.
Those policies or proposals inconsistent with this agenda may be opposed by the City.

City of Flagstaff 2016 Intergovernmental Relations and Legislative Priorities
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Guiding Principles

The City’s Intergovernmental Relations Program is guided by the following principles:

1. The City of Flagstaff is governed by its Charter, which outlines the City’s governmental

structure, identifies jurisdiction and provides enabling authority for self-rule.
Flagstaff's City Charter and all its amendments have been voted on and approved by a
majority of voters.

. A) The City of Flagstaff strongly promotes the protection, expansion and restoration of
local control for cities and may support or oppose legislation based on whether it
advances maximum local control by local governments.

OR
B) The City of Flagstaff strongly promotes the protection, expansion and restoration of
local control for cities and may support or will oppose legislation based on whether
they advance maximum local control by local governments.

OR
C) The City of Flagstaff strongly promotes the protection, expansion and restoration of
local control for cities.

The Flagstaff City Council adopts City-wide goals and legislative priorities.
Advancing or defending goals of the City Council and adopted legislative priorities in
effect during the current legislative session does not require additional Council action.

The City of Flagstaff understands it is in the public's interest to have government at all
levels that is transparent, deliberative and accountable to its citizens. The City of
Flagstaff also evaluates legislative action based on the City’s ability to deliver public
services, the impact to Flagstaff citizens and the financial costs to the City.

The City’s membership in the League of Arizona Cities and Towns is a critical
component of the Flagstaff's advocacy strategy. The City Council will participate in the
League’s annual priority-setting process.

The City of Flagstaff understands that partnerships that develop and maintain
positive intergovernmental relations are essential for success and the vitality of our
community. The City supports proposed legislation brought forth by our partners that
advance common goals. Regional, state and federal partners may include*:

Regional Partners: Chamber of Commerce, Coconino County, Flagstaff Unified School
District, Grand Canyon Trust, Greater Flagstaff Forest Partnership, Northern Arizona
Council of Governments, Northern Arizona Intergovernmental Pubic Transportation
Authority and Northern Arizona Municipal Water Users Association;

Statewide Partners: Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona Game and Fish,
Arizona State Land Department, Coconino Community College, Department of Veteran
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Services, Greater Arizona Mayors’ Association, League of Arizona Cities and Towns and
Northern Arizona University;

National Partners: Conference of Mayors, Federal Aviation Administration, National
League of Cities and Towns, National Park Service, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, U.S.
Department of Transportation, U.S. Forest Service and other federal agencies; and
Tribal Partners: Including the Hopi Nation and Navajo Nation

* This is not an exhaustive list of City of Flagstaff partners

State Priorities

Advocate to Expand and Protect Local Control
A) Flagstaff supports legislation that upholds and restores the principle of local government
and reinforces the authority of the elected leaders of Flagstaff to respect and protect the
priorities of its citizenry and respond to local challenges.
OR
B) Flagstaff supports legislation that upholds and restores the principle of local government
and reinforces the authority of the elected leaders of Flagstaff to respect and protect the
priorities of its citizenry and respond to local challenges. Flagstaff may support or oppose
legislation based on whether it advances maximum local control by local governments.
OR
C) Flagstaff supports legislation that upholds and restores the principle of local government
and reinforces the authority of the elected leaders of Flagstaff to respect and protect the
priorities of its citizenry and respond to local challenges. Flagstaff strongly may support
or will oppose legislation based on whether they advance maximum local control by local
governments.

Advocate to Preserve Local Funding

Protect existing funding and authorities that bring revenue to the City of Flagstaff, which
support the quality of life for its residents. Areas may include the protection of state-shared
revenues and opposition to the imposition of new fees and unfunded mandates by other levels
of government that would increase costs to the City.

Flagstaff projects and legislative priorities
e Advocate for funding and building a skilled nursing facility for veterans in Flagstaff.

e Advocate for investing in forest health treatments on state-owned land in the Flagstaff
region.

e Advocate for securing authority to place portions of the Red Gap Ranch Pipeline within
Interstate 40 right-of-way.

e Advocate for investing in economic development efforts in the Flagstaff region.
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Statewide issues important to Flagstaff
e Advocate against firearm legislation that will allow guns in public facilities.

e Advocate for reforming state pension systems to obtain greater flexibility in managing
pension plans affecting municipal employees.

e Advocate for changing requirements in non-structural commercial tenant improvement
projects to no longer require an Arizona Registrant to design and stamp the project.

e Advocate for flexible financing authority for commercial entities for upfront investment
capital in energy efficiency improvements to properties.

e Advocate for allowing the local sales tax to be included as part of the total bid price when
considering the “lowest, responsible bidder.”

e Advocate for removing the $2.5 million cap that allows the State’s Housing Trust Fund to
be fully funded through unclaimed property proceeds received by the State annually.

Federal Priorities

Advocate to Expand and Protect Local Control

Flagstaff supports legislation that upholds and restores the principle of local government, and
reinforces the authority of the elected leaders of Flagstaff to respect and protect the priorities
of its citizenry and respond to local challenges and opportunities.

Advocate to Preserve Local Funding

Protect existing funding and authorities that bring revenue to the City of Flagstaff, which
support the quality of life for its residents. Areas included opposition to unfunded mandates
imposed by the federal government that would increase costs to the City.

Flagstaff projects and legislative priorities
e Advocate for increased authorization and funding the Rio de Flag Flood Control
Project. Fully authorize this important community project and qualify for work plan
construction funding in future years. Funding priorities for fiscal year 2016 include
completing 100 percent design, completing final elements at the Clay Avenue
Detention basin and environmental clean up and installation of rip rap at the Butler
site.

e Advocate for leveraging the voter approved Flagstaff Watershed Protection Project
funding with federal dollars to maximize investments into forest health, including
resources for timber sale administration; Ensure that resources and funding continue
to flow to important regional projects such as the Four Forest Restoration Initiative
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(4FRI), NAU Ecological Restoration Institute and other important forest restoration
efforts outside of the 4FRI boundaries.

Advocate for funding projects in the Flagstaff Airport five-year Capital Improvement
Program.

Advocate for releasing the Federal Government’s reversionary interests on property
sold to the City by the BNSF Railroad.

Advocate for authorizing and funding transportation improvements in Flagstaff,
including priorities identified in the Regional Transportation Plan.

Advocate for for funding and building a skilled nursing facility for veterans in
Flagstaff after the initial state funding has been approved and encourage the
Department of Veterans’ Affairs to prioritize the project.

Tribal Priorities

The City’s Intergovernmental Relations Program 1is responsible for strengthening
partnerships and advancing mutual goals between the City of Flagstaff and Native Nations. In
addition to fostering relationships with tribal nations, key priorities this year include:

Support implementation priorities of the Memorandum of Understanding between
Navajo Nation Human Rights Commission and City of Flagstaff.

Facilitation of annual meetings with tribal nations and collaborate on agenda
development.

Host the 2016 Mayors Summit in partnership with the Navajo Nation.
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Intergovernmental Relations Program
Council Communication and Engagement

The City’s contract lobbyists are in constant communication with staff. Together, the lobbyists
and staff brief the Mayor and City Council throughout the legislative session. While the adopted
priorities provide necessary direction, ongoing communication is also critical throughout the
session to seek direction regarding important bills, amendments and developments.

Frequent written communication and project engagement

e Staff will be in touch with contract lobbyists throughout the week to discuss developments
at the State Legislature and in Washington.

e Contract lobbyists will participate in recurring project team meetings on critical projects,
including but not limited to Rio de Flag Flood Control Project, Red Gap Ranch Pipeline ROW
and Veteran Facility project.

e Contract lobbyists (state and federal) will provide written monthly reports on critical
updates related to the City’s adopted priorities.

e During the state legislative session, staff will facilitate Mayor and Council receiving the
League’s weekly legislative bulletins well as a link to all updates summarizing the new bills
and new laws.

e During the session, staff and the contracted state lobbyist will also provide written updates
to Council on any critical progress achieved on the City’s adopted state priorities and
significant projects.

Updates at public meetings

e Staff and contract lobbyists will present, at minimum, two legislative updates to Mayor and
City Council prior to and following the State Legislative Session.

e Contracted federal lobbyists will connect with Councilmembers twice a year to provide
updates on advancing the City’s federal legislative priorities.

e When the State Legislature is in session, Council will discuss legislative updates at Council
meetings. Prior to the final ageda posting, discussion topics will be determined by staff and
contract lobbyists, using the City’s 2016 intergovernmental relations priorities as guidance.
Council may identify additional items aligned with the City’s priorities to staff in advance of
the meeting.

Meeting facilitation

e Working with stakeholders and contracted lobbyists, staff will schedule and facilitate
meetings for Mayor, Councilmembers and City officials with members of the City’s
delegation, legislative staff, agency officials and tribal representatives.

e Staff and contract lobbyists will coordinate annual briefing meetings with state and federal
delegation. The purpose of the meetings is for Council to present the City’s legislative
priorities.

e Staff will coordinate annual meetings with stakeholders of partnering Tribal Nations.




14. A. i.
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council

From: Elaine Averitt, Planning Development
Manager

Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting 11/17/2015

Date:

TITLE:

Public Hearing and Consideration of Annexation Ordinance No. 2015-20: An annexation
ordinance extending and increasing the corporate limits of the City of Flagstaff by annexing certain land
totaling approximately 44.01 acres located at 3200 W. Route 66, and establishing city zoning for said
land as Rural Residential, RR. (Annexation of property for the new McAllister Ranch public works
yard located on West Route 66).

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

At the November 17, 2015 Council Meeting:
1) Hold Public Hearing

2) Read Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the first time

3) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the first time (if approved above)
At the December 1, 2015 Council Meeting:

4) Read Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the final time

5) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-20 by title only for the final time (if approved above)
6) Adopt Ordinance No. 2015-20

Executive Summary:

Annexation of an existing city-owned parcel into the City limit will provide for the logical extension of City
infrastructure within the Urban Growth Boundary defined in the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 as areas
which can be efficiently and effectively provided facilities and services by the City. The location at 3200
W. Route 66 has been identified by the City as an ideal location for the development of a new public
works facility to replace the undersized and outdated current public works facility.

All substantive issues are addressed in the attached Planning & Zoning Commission report. At the
conclusion of the public hearing on October 28, 2015, the Planning & Zoning Commission voted 7-0 to
forward the request to the City Council with a recommendation of approval.

Financial Impact:

The money resources for the Facility are $14,000,000 bonding authority, landfill fees, both debt and one
time money, totaling $5,500,000 and the appraised values for McAllister Ranch at $2,178,000 and the
Mogollon property at $2,256,000. Total resources: $23,934,000 available for the Facility.



Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

3) Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient
and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

11) Ensure that we are as prepared as possible for extreme weather events

REGIONAL PLAN:

The Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 provides the following goal and policy guidance with respect to
annexation:

LU.7.2 (page 1X-32) - Require unincorporated properties to be annexed prior to the provision of City
services, or that a pre-annexation agreement is executed when deemed appropriate.

Policy WR.4.3 (page VI-13) - Development requiring public utility services will be located within the Urban
Growth Boundary.

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

On 7/15/14 the Council rejected a total of nine proposals for alternative sites for the McAllister Ranch
public works facility (core services).

Options and Alternatives:

The City Council may approve the ordinance as proposed, approve the ordinance with conditions, or
deny the ordinance.

Background/History:

A request by the City of Flagstaff to annex approximately 44.01 acres generally located north of East
Route 66 and west of Woody Mountain Road. The area subject to the annexation is Coconino County
Assessor’s Parcel Number 112-01-001D. The majority of this city-owned parcel is vacant, forested land.
The west portion includes the McAllister Ranch Complex which consists of several buildings and
structures built in the 1930s, some newer building additions, and numerous corrals and fencing. The
complex has been determined eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. These
buildings will not be disturbed by the proposed development. The east portion of the parcel includes an
unpaved access drive to the Clay Avenue Wash Detention Basin which is incorporated into the proposed
development. If the property is rezoned to the Public Facility (PF) Zone, the City’s Resource Protection
Overlay (RPO) Zone will also be applied and the parcel will be required to meet resource protection
standards. The parcel is located within the Urban Growth Boundary. The 5-acre parcel adjacent to and
south of the subject parcel is city-owned and within the City corporate boundary and will be combined
with the 40.01-acre parcel if the annexation is approved.

The annexation request is to allow for the development of a new public works facility consisting of 87,280
square feet of buildings, associated parking and outdoor storage. The developed public works site will
cover approximately 24 acres. A comprehensive discussion related to public facilities and service impact
analysis can be found in the Annexation Report (P&Z Commission Staff Report attached).

The current application is being reviewed against the policies of the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (FRP
2030). The FRP 2030 (Maps 21 and 22 on pages |1X-27 through 29) designates the portion of this parcel
closest to Woody Mountain Rd. as Future Urban within an Urban Activity Center, designates a portion
west of the activity center as Future Suburban, and designates the northern portion of this parcel as Area
in White. The proposed public works facility fits the Suburban description which encourages parks and
associated service facilities in a campus setting, thus the minor regional plan amendment seeks to
change the three existing area types to Existing Suburban.



This annexation is the first of a three-step process. The second step is a proposed minor amendment to
the Flagstaff Regional Plan and the last step is a request for a Direct Ordinance Zoning Map Amendment
to rezone the annexed parcel (44.01 acres) and the parcel to the south (5.00 acres) from Rural
Residential (RR) to the Public Facility (PF) Zone. The Regional Plan and Zoning Map amendment
applications are being processed concurrently with this application but will not become effective until after
the annexation has been completed. A full Zoning Map Amendment policy analysis can be found
attached in that staff report.

Key Considerations:

Annexations are adopted by the City Council via ordinance. Ordinance No. 2015-20 annexes 40.01

acres located at 3200 W. Route 66 into the City of Flagstaff. A development agreement is not required

for this city-owned development. Requirements of the development are included in the zoning ordinance
and include improvements to W. Route 66, a proportional-share contribution by the City to a future traffic
signal at the intersection of Route 66 and Woody Mountain Road, and an off-site sewer extension that will
be required to be extended along the northern portion of the property and ending at Route 66 (see
attached letter : Waiver of Water and Sewer Impact Analysis, dated 10/21/15).

Community Involvement:
Inform/Consult

The City hired Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc. (SWI) as the landowner agent/applicant to annex and rezone
the property as well as compile and submit concept and site plan packages. The applicant held a
neighborhood meeting on Wednesday, January 21, 2015 at 5:00 pm to discuss the annexation, general
plan amendment, and rezoning of the properties. Meeting notification letters were sent to all property
owners and homeowner’s associations (HOA) within a 1,200 foot radius. Letters were also sent to the
City’s “Registry of Persons and Groups” as provided by the City. The Citizen Participation Report (CPR),
dated May 5, 2015, is attached to the rezoning packet. The applicant received three letters in response
to the neighborhood meeting notice requesting information about the project. Fifteen people attended the
meeting according to the sign-in sheet and had questions in regards to the case. Some of the attendees
expressed concerns regarding the Annexation or Zoning Map Amendment about traffic, cost, noise and
lighting. All of the questions and concerns are addressed in Table 1 of the CPR.

Public hearings before the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council will be conducted in
conjunction with requests for annexation. In accordance with State statute, notice of the public hearing
was provided by placing an ad in the Daily Sun, posting notices on the property, and mailing a notice to
all property owners within 1200 feet of the site (exceeding the required 300-feet distance). The notices
were also provided to the County Recorder, County Assessor, County Community Development
Department and the Chair of the Board of Supervisors. Staff has not received any other comments in
regards to this annexation.

The Planning and Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing on October 28, 2015 at 4 pm. There
was no public testimony at this hearing.

Expanded Options and Alternatives:

¢ (Recommended Action): The City Council may approve the Annexation as recommended by the
Planning and Zoning Commission and staff by reading and adopting Ordinance No. 2015-20.

¢ The City Council may approve the Annexation with additional conditions of approval.

¢ The City Council may deny the Annexation.

Attachments: P&Z Commission Staff Report
Annexation Application
Annexation Legal Description



Zoning Map w City Limits

Annexation Public Hearing Notice
Waiver of WSIA for Public Works Yard
Ord. 2015-20



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION
ANNEXATION REPORT

PUBLIC HEARING DATE: October 13, 2015
PZ-15-00077 MEETING DATE: October 28, 2015

REPORT BY: Elaine Averitt
REQUEST:

An annexation request by the City of Flagstaff to annex approximately 44.01 acres located at 3200 W. Route 66. The
property is identified as Coconino County Assessor’s Parcel Number 112-01-001D. This annexation request is the
first part of a three-part request. The second part of the request is a proposed minor amendment to the Flagstaff
Regional Plan, and the third part of the request is a request for a Zoning Map Amendment.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the annexation request to the City Council with a
recommendation for approval.

PRESENT LAND USE:

The subject site consists of undeveloped land in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction.

PROPOSED LAND USE:

If this annexation is approved, the property will be designated with Rural Residential (RR) zoning. The accompanying
zoning map amendment will change the zoning on the property from the Rural Residential (RR) Zone to the Public
Facility (PF) Zone for the development of a proposed municipal public works facility.

NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT:

North:  Vacant land owned by the City of Flagstaff in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction.

East:  Vacant land owned by the State of Arizona in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction; Hidden
Hollow Manufactured Home Community in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction; Vacant
land owned by State of Arizona Trust in the Planned Community (PC) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction.

South:  Vacant land owned by the City of Flagstaff in the Rural Residential (RR) Zone; Vacant land in the Rural
Residential (RR) Zone; Professional River Outfitters in the Commercial General (CG-10,000) Zone under
Coconino County jurisdiction.

West:  Vacant land owned by the City of Flagstaff in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County
jurisdiction.

REQUIRED FINDINGS:

The Commission shall find that the requested annexation complies with Section 9-471 of the Arizona Revised Statutes;
the applicable goals and policies set forth in the City’s General Plan, “Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030; and Division 10-
20.90 of the Flagstaff Zoning Code.

STAFF REVIEW:

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND:

A request by the City of Flagstaff to annex approximately 44.01 acres generally located north of East Route 66 and
west of the Woody Mountain Road alignment. The area subject to the annexation is Coconino County Assessor’s
Parcel Number 112-01-001D. The majority of this parcel is vacant, forested land. The west portion includes the
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McAllister Ranch Complex which consists of several buildings and structures built in the 1930s, some newer building
additions, and numerous corrals and fencing. The complex has been determined eligible for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places. As such, these buildings will not be disturbed by the proposed development. An existing
cell tower is located near the existing driveway into the site; the cell tower will remain. The east portion of the parcel
includes an unpaved access drive to the Clay Avenue Wash Detention Basin which is incorporated into the proposed
development. If the property is rezoned to the Public Facility (PF) Zone, the City’s Resource Protection Overlay
(RPO) Zone will also be applied and the parcel will be required to meet resource protection standards for Public Lands
(see Zoning Map Amendment report). The parcel is located within the Urban Growth Boundary defined as areas which
can be efficiently and effectively provided facilities and services by the City. The 5-acre parcel adjacent to and south
of the subject parcel is city-owned and within the City corporate boundary and will be combined with the 40-acre
parcel if the annexation is approved.

The annexation request is to allow for the development of a new public works facility consisting of 87,280 square feet
of buildings, associated parking and outdoor storage. The developed public works site will cover approximately 24
acres. The proposed map amendment to the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 will affect approximately 28.7 acres of land.

The current application is being reviewed against the policies of the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (FRP 2030). The
FRP 2030 (Maps 21 and 22 on pages 1X-27 through 29) designates the portion of this parcel closest to Woody
Mountain Rd. as Future Urban within an Urban Activity Center, designates a portion west of the activity center as
Future Suburban, and designates the northern portion of this parcel as Area in White. The proposed public works
facility fits the Suburban description which encourages parks and associated service facilities in a campus setting, thus
the minor regional plan amendment seeks to change the three existing area types to Existing Suburban. Further
discussion of regional plan conformance can be found below.

This annexation is the first of a three-step process. The second step is a proposed minor amendment to the Flagstaff
Regional Plan and the last step is a request for a Direct Ordinance Zoning Map Amendment to rezone the annexed
parcel (44.01 acres) and the parcel to the south (5.00 acres) from Rural Residential (RR) to the Public Facility (PF)
Zone. The Regional Plan and Zoning Map amendment applications are being processed concurrently with this
application but will not become effective until after the annexation has been completed. A full Zoning Map
Amendment policy analysis can be found attached in that staff report.

ARIZONA STATE STATUTE COMPLIANCE:

State statutes require the City to adopt a zoning classification that permits densities and uses no greater than those
permitted by the County immediately before the annexation. The current county zoning is General (G) that requires
ten-acre minimum lot size. The closest city zoning district is the Rural Residential (RR) zone, which provides for one
dwelling unit per acre based on the single-family option. As described in the three-step process above, a Zoning Map
Amendment application to rezone the parcel to Public Facilities (PF) will be necessary to accommodate the proposed
development.

FLAGSTAFF REGIONAL PLAN 2030 CONFORMANCE:

Policy/Analysis

All proposed annexations shall be evaluated as to whether the application is consistent with the policies of the General
Plan. A full discussion of the applicable policies is included in the attached General Plan Analysis. For clarification,
the City’s General Plan is titled Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030. The proposed annexation should not be detrimental to
the majority of the persons or property in the surrounding area or the community in general. The City’s basic position
regarding annexation is that the annexation must demonstrate a favorable benefit to the taxpayers of the City. The
subject city-owned property is currently exempt from property tax and will continue to be exempt after annexation.

The following policies are considered by staff to be the most pertinent to the annexation:



PZ-15-00077
October 28, 2015
Page 3

FRP 2030

LU.7.2 (page 1X-32) - Require unincorporated properties to be annexed prior to the provision of City services,
or that a pre-annexation agreement is executed when deemed appropriate.

Policy WR.4.3 (page VI-13) - Development requiring public utility services will be located within the Urban
Growth Boundary.

Summary of Regional Plan & Annexation Compliance

This parcel is located within the Urban Growth Boundary. The proposed annexation is consistent with the goals and
policies of the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 and furthermore the application complies with all the requirements set
forth in the Arizona Revised Statutes related to annexations.

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICE IMPACT ANALYSIS:

Traffic/Access/Pedestrian/Bicycle Impact:

The site is bounded on the north by city-owned unincorporated property and then the BNSF Railway, on the east by
the potential future Woody Mountain Road alignment, and on the south by city-owned incorporated property that is
adjacent to West Route 66. Vehicular access to the site will be provided by an existing driveway from Route 66. The
existing driveway will be improved and will include a landscaped median. Proposed road and edge improvements for
this project within the Route 66 right-of-way include: new curb, gutter and bike lane along the north side of Route 66
to McAllister Ranch. A westbound right turn lane into the driveway on Route 66, and an eastbound left turn lane into
the entrance on Route 66 will be required to be striped for the proposed public works facility. The proposed Route 66
improvements and ultimate street cross-sections are depicted on Sheet SP02.

The City Traffic Engineer reviewed the site plan submittal and, after revisions, accepted the results subject to the
following conditions:

1.  Widen the westbound side of Route 66 to provide 2-lanes in the westbound direction (including a bike lane);
the outside westbound lane will be striped as a right-turn lane and acceleration at the new driveway.

2. Widen the eastbound side of Route 66 as needed to provide the addition of a left-turn lane into the new
driveway.

a. The edge improvements will include curb and gutter along the property frontage, up to the existing
driveway serving the McAllister Ranch.

b. The City is committing to constructing, in the future, the remaining curb and gutter and sidewalk
across the property frontage at such time as the adjacent parcels develop with the same edge
improvements.

3. Pay a proportional share of a future signal (not currently warranted) at the intersection of Woody Mountain
Road and Route 66.

According to SWI’s trip generation report submitted to ADOT (attached letter dated 12/18/2014), ADOT requires a
traffic impact analysis for all new developments which generate 100 or more trips during any hour of the day. The
analysis of the existing traffic data provided by the City, in addition to the projected number of employees, the trip
generation calculations indicate the yard will generate less than 100 peak hour trips during both AM and PM peak
hours. Additionally, at least one-half of the generated traffic will bypass the Milton Road corridor and utilize 1-40 to
access the site. ADOT has accepted the trip generation report and will review the civil plans when submitted.

The subject site is not currently serviced by transit. This area is identified in the FRP 2030 for future service.
Pedestrian and bicycle access to the subject property is limited. There are currently no sidewalks along Route 66 in the
vicinity of this project. Sidewalks are provided along the north side of Route 66 up to Railroad Springs subdivision
beyond which a striped shoulder exists continuing out to the subject property. The distance between the existing
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sidewalk and the subject site is one-quarter mile. The City will construct the sidewalk across the subject property
frontage when the adjacent parcels develop. There is an existing dike road which is also a future FUTS trail located
along the eastern boundary of the subject site. This project will be required to make a connection to this future trail at
the southeast corner of the site (reference Sheet AS1.0).

Water and Sewer System Analysis:

The City of Flagstaff Utilities Department waived the requirement of a Water and Sewer System Analysis for the
proposed project (see attached letter and exhibit from Utilities dated 10/21/15). After reviewing the City water and
sewer master model and previous impact studies conducted in this area, the Department concludes that the land use
and intensity assumed for the proposed development can be served by existing infrastructure. Water will be provided
from an existing 18” water transmission main in West Route 66. An off-site sewer extension will be required to be
extended along the northern portion of the property.

Water to the site will be provided by an 18-inch ductile iron water transmission main in West Route 66 along the south
property frontage. An 18-inch off-site sewer interceptor main extension will be required to be constructed from the
project’s southwest corner (Route 66) of the parcel through the site to the northern portion of the property. The 18-inch
sewer extension will connect to tan existing 18-inch sewer main in the Railroad Springs Unit Il subdivision.
Easements must be secured from the State of Arizona and VVoyager Investment Properties LLC, through APN 112-01-
022 for the installation of sewer main. No other infrastructure improvements other than what is necessary to serve the
parcel are required of this development. The City of Flagstaff will provide water and sewer service to this site upon
acceptance and dedication of all required public improvements.

In addition to new water and sewer service to the public works yard, there is an existing well north of the existing
McAllister Ranch buildings. Prior to construction of the public works yard, it is anticipated that a water line will be
extended from the well, around the ranch buildings, to a new pump house. The pump house is shown on the approved
site plan as located just outside the emergency access gate of the proposed public works yard. This well and
pumphouse will serve future development.

Stormwater:

The development of the subject project is proposing on-site mitigation in lieu of a Drainage Impact Analysis (see
attached Drainage Impact Letter dated 1/13/15). The proposed stormwater management design will not increase the
volume of pre-development flows off-site. LID requirements will be met per City standards. The Stormwater Manager
has provided preliminary acceptance of the proposed on-site mitigation and LID methods.

Parks and Recreation:

The City of Flagstaff Parks and Recreation Organizational Master Plan (Map 4, Regional Park Distribution and
Service Areas) identifies the subject area as “Proposed Regional Parks.” It also states, “Since the 1996 Parks and
Recreation Master Plan the city has increased its park holdings by the 23-acre Clay Basin Park (undeveloped and
located on the west side of the city on the north side of Old Route 66 along the BNSF railroad tracks before Flagstaff
Ranch Road, and by adding 91 acres to Continental Park.” The Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (Map 28, Public
Facilities) identifies the area as “Existing Rural.”

The Zoning Code requires nonresidential developments larger than 20,000 square feet to provide a minimum of five
percent of the site as an outdoor pedestrian amenity space that serves as a transition space between a parking area and
the entrance(s) to a building. For this project, staff applied the pedestrian amenity requirement to the administration
building only since it will be where employees and visitors park. A landscaped pedestrian pathway system has been
provided around the entire administration building with connections to and through the adjacent parking areas
(reference Site Plan drawing AS1.0 and AS1.1).
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Schools:
The proposed development of the subject site will not affect the local school district.

Fire Protection:

According to Fire Department staff, the site will be served by Fire Station No. 1, located at 1972 S. Thompson Drive
and is within the desired response time. The response time can vary based on weather conditions.

ZONING REQUIREMENTS FOR PROPOSED ZONING:

As was noted above, if annexed, the property will need to be brought into the City as a zone similar to the existing
County zoning. In this case, the City’s RR, Rural Residential Zone, best matches the county G, General Zone.
Arizona statute requires that once annexed, the zoning is to remain in place for a period of 30 days. As a result, an
ordinance modifying the zoning code must include an effective date 30 plus days after the annexation ordinance
becomes effective. Applications and staff reports for the associated Zoning Map Amendment have been provided in
conjunction with this application and will explain the proposed Public Facility (PF) Zone.

OTHER REQUIREMENTS:

Citizen Participation

The City hired Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc. (SWI) as the landowner agent/applicant to annex and rezone the property as
well as compile and submit concept and site plan packages. The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on
Wednesday, January 21, 2015 at 5:00 pm to discuss the annexation, general plan amendment, and rezoning of the
properties. SWI led the meeting with support provided by Johnson Walzer Associates (JWA) and City Public Works
staff. Meeting notification letters were sent to all property owners and homeowner’s associations (HOA) within a
1,200 foot radius. Letters were also sent to the City’s “Registry of Persons and Groups” as provided by the City. The
Citizen Participation Report (CPR), dated May 5, 2015, is attached to this rezoning packet. The applicant received
three letters in response to the meeting notice requesting information about the project. Fifteen people attended the
meeting according to the sign-in sheet and had questions in regards to the case. Some of the attendees expressed
concerns regarding the Annexation or Zoning Map Amendment about traffic, cost, noise and lighting. All of the
guestions and concerns are addressed in Table 1 of the CPR. Staff has not received any other comments in regards to
this annexation.

Public hearings before the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council will be conducted in conjunction with
requests for annexation. In accordance with State statute, notice of the public hearing was provided by placing an ad in
the Daily Sun, posting notices on the property, and mailing a notice to all property owners within 1200 feet of the site
(exceeding the required 300-feet distance). The notices were also provided to the County Recorder, County Assessor,
County Community Development Department and the Chair of the Board of Supervisors.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission forward the annexation request to the City Council with a recommendation of
approval.

ATTACHMENTS:

Application and narrative from applicant

Annexation Legal Description and Map

Public Hearing Legal Advertisements

Trip Generation Analysis letter to ADOT, dated December 18, 2014
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Waiver of Water and Sewer Impact Analysis (letter ), dated October 21, 2015
Drainage Impact Letter, dated January 13, 2015
Annexation Exhibit with Properties Analysis (24x36)
Citizen Participation Report (included in rezoning packet)
Site Plan Packet: (included in rezoning packet)
o0 Demolition Site Plan (includes tree resources) (Sheet AS1.0)
General Site Plan (Sheet AS1.0)
Landscape & Lighting Plan (Sheet AS1.1)
Floor Plans for each building, Elevations for each building
Route 66 Existing Conditions & Improvements (Sheets CVR, SP01, SP02)
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 112-01-001D
ANNEXATION Exhibit ‘A’
#14065
9/17/2015

A parcel of land lying within the north half of Section 19, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of the Gila
Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, described as follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of that parcel of land as shown on Instrument #3396969 (R1) and Book
11, Page 19, Official Records of Coconino County, a ¥2” rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321,
from which a %" rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321” at the southeast corner of said parcel bears
South 00°19'42" West, 1322.85 feet (Basis of Bearing, R1);

Thence along the east line of said parcel, South 00°19'42" West, 341.97 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence continuing along said east line, South 00°19'42" West, 980.88 feet to said southeast corner;

Thence along the south line of said parcel, South 89°44'28" West, 649.41 feet to a %2” rebar with
aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321”;

Thence continuing along said south line, South 89°44'57" West, 1293.89 feet to a ¥2” rebar with plastic
cap “RLS 182157,

Thence leaving said south line, North 00°00°00” East, 989.46 feet;

Thence North 90°00°00” East, 1948.91 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;
Containing 44.01 acres, more or less.

See exhibit ‘B’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

PROPOSED ANNEXATION MAP

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Flagstaff Planning

and Zoning Commission will hold a public hearing on
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. and the City
Council will hold a Public Hearing on Tuesday, November
17, 2015, at 6:00 p.m. to consider the following:

City Limits

A. Explanation of Matters to be Considered:

1. A proposed annexation of approximately 44.01
acres of land to the City of Flagstaff as described
in Part B below. The annexation is requested in
order to incorporate an existing City owned
parcel into the City limit.

B. General Description of the Affected Area:

Approximately 44.01 acres located at 3200 W. Route 66,
Coconino County Assessor's Parcel Number 112-01-
001D, located in the N 1/2 Section 19, T21N, R7E, of the
G&SRM, Coconino County, Arizona, as shown on the
adjacent map.

Interested parties may file comments in writing regarding
the proposed annexation or may appear and be heard at
the hearing dates set forth above. Maps and information

regarding the proposed annexation are available at the

City of Flagstaff, Planning and Development Services ADDRESS: 3200 W. Route 66 A
Division, 211 West Aspen Avenue. APN: 112-01-001D N
Unless otherwise posted, all Planning and Zoning ACRES:  Approximately 44.01 Acres
Commission meetings and City Council meetings are held Coconino County

in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 211 West Aspen For further information, please contact:
Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona.

Elaine Averitt

Planning Development Manager
Planning & Development Services Div.
211 West Aspen Avenue

Flagstaff, Arizona 86001

928-213-2616
Email: eaveritt@flagstaffaz.gov

Mail: October 9, 2015




City of Flagstaft

October 21, 2015

Stephen Irwin, P.E.
Project Engineer
Shephard Wesnitzer
110 West Dale Avenue
Flagstaff, AZ 86001

Ref: Waiver of Water and Sewer Impact Analysis
Project : Public Works Facility
Address: 3200 West Route 66
C.O.F. DRB NO. DEV14-068
Supercedes WSIA Waiver Letter dated 1-21-2015

Dear Mr. Irwin,

The City of Flagstaff Utilities Department agrees to waive the requirement of
a Water and Sewer Impact Analysis for the above project. After reviewing the
City water and sewer master model and previous Impact studies conducted
in this area, the City of Flagstaff Utilities Department is of the opinion that
the proposed project will have no significant impact to existing off-site water
or sewer infrastructure as a result of this development. The land use and
intensity assumed for the proposed development can be served by existing
infrastructure. There is adequate existing capacity and no additional analysis
work will be required for this project.

Water to the site will be provided by an 18 inch ductile iron water
transmission main in West Route 66 along the south property frontage. An
18 inch off-site sewer interceptor main extension will be required to be
constructed from the projects south west corner of the parcel through the
site to the northern portion of the property. The 18 inch sewer extension will
connect to an existing 18 inch sewer main in the Railroad Springs Unit Ii
subdivision. Easements must be secured from the State of Arizona and
Voyager Investment Properties LLC., through Parcel APN 112-01-022 for
the installation of the sewer main. No other infrastructure improvements
other than what is necessary to serve the parcel are required of this
development.

Arizona Relay Service 7-1-1
211 West Aspen Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona 86001
Main & TDD (928) 774-5281 e Fax (928) 779-7696



All off-site and on-site infrastructure must be constructed to City of Flagstaff
and ADEQ standards. The City of Flagstaff will provide water and sewer

service to this site upon acceptance and dedication of all required public
improvements.

Sincerely,

Ryan Roberts, P.E.
tilities Engineering Manager

Cc: Elaine Averitt- City of Flagstaff Planning
Jim Davis — City of Flagstaff Utilities

Arizona Relay Service 7-1-1
211 West Aspen Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona 86001
Main & TDD (928) 774-5281 e Fax (928) 779-7696
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ORDINANCE NO. 2015-20

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF,
EXTENDING AND INCREASING THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY
OF FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, STATE OF ARIZONA, BY
ANNEXING CERTAIN LAND TOTALING APPROXIMATELY 44.01 ACRES
LOCATED AT 3200 W. ROUTE 66, AND ESTABLISHING CITY ZONING FOR
SAID LAND AS RURAL RESIDENTIAL (RR); PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY, AUTHORITY FOR CLERICAL CORRECTIONS, AND
ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, petitioner, City of Flagstaff, owns a certain 44.01-acre parcel of land located
at 3200 W. Route 66 (the “Property”), all of which is located within Coconino County,
Arizona, as property adjacent to the boundaries of the City of Flagstaff, and described
in Exhibits A and B attached to and made a part hereof; and

WHEREAS, a petition in writing ("Petition"™) accompanied by a map or plot of Property,
having been filed and presented to the Mayor and Council of the City of Flagstaff,
Arizona, signed by the owners of one-half or more in value of the real property and
more than one-half of the persons owning real and personal property as would be
subject to taxation by the City of Flagstaff in the event of annexation of the territory
and land hereinafter described as shown by the last assessment of Property, which said
territory is contiguous to the City of Flagstaff and not now embraced within its
corporate limits, asking that the Property be annexed to the City of Flagstaff, and that the
corporate limits of the City of Flagstaff be extended and increased so as to embrace the
same; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council of the City of Flagstaff, Arizona, are desirous of
complying with the Petition and extending and increasing the corporate limits of the City
of Flagstaff to include said territory, as described in Exhibits A and B; and

WHEREAS, the Petition sets forth a true and correct description of all the exterior
boundaries of the entire area proposed to be annexed to the City of Flagstaff, and
had attached thereto at all times an accurate map of the territory desired to be annexed,;
and

WHEREAS, no alterations increasing or reducing the territory sought to be annexed have
been made after the Petition had been signed by an owner of real or personal
property in such territory; and

WHEREAS, the provisions of Section 9-471 of the Arizona Revised  Statutes, and
amendments thereto, have been fully observed; and

WHEREAS, proper and sufficient certification and proof of the foregoing facts are now
on file in the office of the City Clerk of the City of Flagstaff, Arizona, together with a
true and correct copy of the original Petition, which is on file in the office of the
Coconino County Recorder; and



ORDINANCE NO. 2015-20 PAGE 2

WHEREAS, the development of the Property will be controlled by the relevant provisions
of the Zoning Code and other City codes regulating the development of the Property;
and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed annexation of the Property has been
considered by the Planning and Zoning Commission and that City staff and the
Commission have each recommended that the Council proceed with the annexation at
this time; and

WHEREAS, the Council has reviewed the Staff Summary Report, which discusses the
proposed annexation, and now finds that the annexation of the Property would be
consistent with the objectives and policies of the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 enacted
in May, 2014 ("Regional Plan"); that the annexation of the Property would not be
detrimental to the majority of the persons or property in the surrounding area or to the
community in general; and the Council specifically further finds that:

The annexation of the Property and the existing and proposed uses
thereon will further the objectives of the Regional Plan.

ENACTMENTS:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. That the following described territory be, and the same hereby is,
annexed to the City of Flagstaff, and that the present corporate limits be, and the
same hereby are, extended and increased to include the following described territory
contiguous to the present City of Flagstaff corporate limits:

See attached Exhibits A and B which are incorporated herein by this reference.

SECTION 2. That the territory described in Exhibits A and B is annexed to the City
of Flagstaff subject to the following conditions:

1. That a copy of this Ordinance, together with an accurate map of the territory
hereby annexed to the City of Flagstaff, certified by the Mayor of said City of
Flagstaff, be forthwith filed and recorded in the office of the County
Recorder of Coconino County, Arizona.

SECTION 3. That, pursuant to the provisions of Section 9-471(L), Arizona Revised
Statutes, upon this Ordinance becoming final under the provisions of Section 9-471(D),
Arizona Revised Statutes, the municipal zoning designation for the Property under the
Zoning Code shall be Rural Residential (RR).

SECTION 4. The Community Development Department of the City of Flagstaff is
hereby directed to enter such changes and amendments as may be necessary upon the
Zoning Map of said Zoning Code in compliance with this ordinance.
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SECTION 5. That the Flagstaff City Clerk shall provide a copy of the adopted
annexation ordinance to the Clerk of the Coconino County Board of Supervisors within
sixty days of the annexation becoming final.

SECTION 6. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this ordinance
or any part of the code adopted herein by reference is for any reason held to be invalid or
unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.

SECTION 7. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to correct typographical and grammatical
errors, as well as errors of wording and punctuation, as necessary related to this ordinance as
amended herein, and to make formatting changes needed for purposes of clarity and form, or
consistency, within thirty (30) days following adoption by the City Council.

SECTION 8. This Ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days after adoption by the
City Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Flagstaff this day of
, 20
MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY



LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 112-01-001D
ANNEXATION Exhibit ‘A’
#14065
9/17/2015

A parcel of land lying within the north half of Section 19, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of the Gila
Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, described as follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of that parcel of land as shown on Instrument #3396969 (R1) and Book
11, Page 19, Official Records of Coconino County, a ¥2” rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321,
from which a %" rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321” at the southeast corner of said parcel bears
South 00°19'42" West, 1322.85 feet (Basis of Bearing, R1);

Thence along the east line of said parcel, South 00°19'42" West, 341.97 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence continuing along said east line, South 00°19'42" West, 980.88 feet to said southeast corner;

Thence along the south line of said parcel, South 89°44'28" West, 649.41 feet to a %2” rebar with
aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321”;

Thence continuing along said south line, South 89°44'57" West, 1293.89 feet to a ¥2” rebar with plastic
cap “RLS 182157,

Thence leaving said south line, North 00°00°00” East, 989.46 feet;

Thence North 90°00°00” East, 1948.91 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;
Containing 44.01 acres, more or less.

See exhibit ‘B’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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14. A.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council

From: Elaine Averitt, Planning Development
Manager

Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting 11/17/2015

Date:

TITLE:

Public Hearing and Consideration of Resolution No. 2015-36: A resolution amending the Flagstaff
Regional Plan 2030 to change the area type designation of approximately 28.7 acres of real property

located at 3200 W. Route 66 from Future Urban, Future Suburban, and Area in White to Existing
Suburban. (A minor Regional Plan amendment request related to the proposed McAllister Ranch
Public Works Yard). *THIS ITEM WAS MOVED FROM 14 (A) iii.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

1) Hold the Public Hearing

2) Read Resolution No. 2015-36 by title only

3) City Clerk reads Resolution No. 2015-36 by title only (if approved above)
4) Adopt Resolution No. 2015-36

Executive Summary:

This request is the second of three related items. The Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 establishes the vision
for the future growth and development of Flagstaff and its surrounding area through goals and policies.
General plans are not static documents; they recognize growth as a dynamic process which may require
revisions to the plan as circumstances or changes warrant. The City of Flagstaff (applicant) is requesting
a minor plan amendment to allow for the development of a new public works facility. A Regional Plan
Amendment is required for expanding or changing the boundaries of one area type to another area type.
All substantive issues are addressed in the attached Planning & Zoning Commission staff report. At the
conclusion of the public hearing on October 28, 2015, the Planning & Zoning Commission voted 7-0 to
forward the request to the City Council with a recommendation of approval.

Financial Impact:

The money resources for the Facility are $14,000,000 bonding authority, landfill fees, both debt and one
time money, totaling $5,500,000 and the appraised values for McAllister Ranch at $2,178,000 and the
Mogollon property at $2,256,000. Total resources: $23,934,000 available for the Facility.



Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

3) Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient
and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

11) Ensure that we are as prepared as possible for extreme weather events

REGIONAL PLAN:

Goal E&C.5. Preserve dark skies as an unspoiled natural resource, basis for an important economic
sector, and core element of community character.

Goal E.1. Increase energy efficiency.

Goal E&C.1. Proactively improve and maintain the region’s air quality.

Goal E&C.2. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Goal E&C.10. Protect indigenous wildlife populations, localized and larger-scale wildlife habitats,
ecosystem processes, and wildlife movement areas throughout the planning area.

Goal WR.3. Satisfy current and future human water demands and the needs of the natural environment
through sustainable and renewable water resources and strategic conservation measures.

Goal WR.4. Logically enhance and extend the City’s public water, wastewater, and reclaimed water
services including their treatment, distribution, and collection systems in both urbanized and newly
developed areas of the City to provide an efficient delivery of services.

Goal WR.5. Manage watersheds and stormwater to address flooding concerns, water quality,
environmental protections, and rainwater harvesting.

Goal WR.6. Protect, preserve, and improve the quality of surface water, groundwater, and reclaimed
water in the region.

Policy CC.2.3. Mitigate development impacts on heritage resources.

Goal ED.9. Promote redevelopment and infill. [The proposed development is not consistent with this goal]
Policy LU.6.2. Consider commercial core areas, corridors, activity centers, employment centers, research
and development parks, special planning areas, and industrial uses as appropriate place types and area
types for employment opportunities.

Goal CC.3. Preserve, restore, enhance, and reflect the design traditions of Flagstaff in all public and
private development efforts.

Goal CC.4. Design and develop all projects to be contextually sensitive, to enhance a positive image and
identity for the region.

Policy LU.7.2. Require unincorporated properties to be annexed prior to the provision of City services, or
that a pre-annexation agreement is executed when deemed appropriate.

Policy LU.1 0.5. Consider vacant and underutilized parcels within the City's existing urban neighborhoods
as excellent locations for contextual redevelopment that adds housing, shopping, employment,
entertainment, and recreational options for nearby residents and transit patrons.

Goal T.1. Improve mobility and access throughout the region.

Policy PF.I.I. Consider climate resiliency and preparedness in community planning and development to
be better prepared for changing conditions.

Policy PF.1.2. Allocate available public resources necessary for the City and County to prepare and adapt
for natural and human-caused hazards so that all government operations support community resiliency.
Policy PF.2.3. Provide accessible public facilities and services in strategic locations.

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

On 7/15/14 the Council rejected a total of nine proposals for alternative sites for the McAllister Ranch
public works (core services) facility.



Options and Alternatives:

The City Council may approve, deny, or modify the resolution as necessary to ensure that the
development meets the objectives of the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 and the City of Flagstaff's
development goals.

Background/History:

This request is the second of three related items on the Council’'s agenda; the first item is identified as an
Annexation request and the third item is a Zoning Map amendment request.

The applicant, City of Flagstaff, is requesting a minor Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (FRP 2030)
amendment to ensure conformance with a proposed Zoning Map amendment to allow for the
development of a new public works facility consisting of 87,280 square feet of buildings, associated
parking and outdoor storage. Access to the development will be created from Route 66 by improving an
existing driveway located 800 feet west of Woody Mountain Rd. The developed public works site will
cover approximately 24 acres. The proposed map amendment to the FRP 2030 will affect approximately
28.7 acres of land depicted on the Future Growth lllustration (Maps 21 and 22). The McAllister Ranch
compound which is not part of the proposed public works facility is designated Future Suburban, thus
that area is not part of the amendment. The ranch compound is on the same 44.01-acre parcel as the
proposed public works yard. The subject site is located on the north side of West Route 66 between
Woody Mountain Road and Flagstaff Ranch Road. The property was acquired by the City of Flagstaff in
September 2001. See Annexation Report PZ-15-00077 for complete Public Impact Analysis discussion.

Key Considerations:

If the public hearing is successfully concluded, a resolution may be considered by the City Council.
Resolution No. 2015-36 changes the area type designation on Map 21 and 22 to Existing Suburban for
approximately 28.7 acres of city-owned property.

Community Benefits and Considerations:

This list below identifies several key points and community benefits supporting (+) or not supporting (-)
the proposed amendment:

The West Route 66 location affords easy access to 1-40 and the east side of town;

The location improves the ability to execute emergency management;

Existing tranportation infrastructure and existing water infrastructure is available at this site;

The proposed outdoor lighting plan will use a state-of-the-art system to help preserve dark skies;
The development will conserve 53% of the forest resources and the abundance of trees will help
screen the public works facility;

+ The project relocates the facility and truck traffic out of a residential neighborhood and creates an
opportunity for appropriate redevelopment within the neighborhood;

+ The project will provide employment for approximately 146 full-time employees in a Future Urban
Activity Center;

- The West Route 66 location is not an infill development and is not placed within a neighborhood
which would promote walkability;

+ Although not an infill development, the proposed site is within the Urban Growth Boundary and can
be efficiently and effectively provided facilities and services by the City.

+ 4+ + + +



Community Involvement:

Inform/Consult

The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on January 21, 2015 to discuss the annexation, general plan
amendment, and rezoning of the properties. Meeting notification letters were mailed to all property
owners and HOAs within a 1200 foot radius, and to the City's "Registry of Persons and Groups" as
provided by the City. The Citizen Participation Report is attached to the rezoning packet.

In accordance with Arizona Revised Statute and Section 10-20.30.080 (p. 20.30-9) of the Zoning Code,
notice of the public hearings was provided by placing an ad in the Daily Sun, posting notices on the
property, and mailing a notice to all property owners within 1200 feet of the subject property (exceeding
the 300-foot requirement). As of this writing, Planning staff has received one e-mail dated 10/16/15 from
a property owner south of the subject site (see attached email). The citizen had a question concerning
why the request to change the designation of the subject site to Existing Suburban when the area
appears to be more rural. Staff provided a response via e-mail. Since the area has paved roads and
water infrastructure, and the proposed facility will bring employment, it is considered a Suburban area
type rather than Rural which would have minimal services and employment.

Expanded Options and Alternatives:

¢ (Recommended Action): The City Council may approve the Regional Plan amendment as
recommended by the Planning and Zoning Commission and staff by reading and adopting
Resolution No. 2015-36.

¢ The City Council may approve the Regional Plan amendment with modifications to the resolution.

¢ The City Council may deny the Regional Plan amendment.

Attachments: Public Hearing Legal Notice
PZC Staff Report
Application RP & Rezoning
Future Growth lllustration_Existing

Future Growth lllustration_Proposed
Citizen email

Res. 2015-36.Combined



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Flagstaff Planning
and Zoning Commission will hold a public hearing on
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. and the City
Council will hold a Public Hearing on Tuesday, November
17, 2015, at 6:00 p.m. to consider the following:

A. Explanation of Matters to be Considered:

1. A proposed minor amendment to the Flagstaff
Regional Plan Map 21 and 22 to change the area
type of 28.7 acres to Existing Suburban on the
48.81-acre site described in Part B below.

2. A proposed amendment to the official City of
Flagstaff zoning map to rezone property from RR,
Rural Residential to PF, Public Facility (48.81
acres), for the area described in Part B below.

The proposed Regional Plan Amendment and Zoning
Map Amendment will allow for a City of Flagstaff
public works facility consisting of approximately
87,280 square feet to be constructed on this site.

B. General Description of the Affected Area:

Approximately 48.81 acres located at 3200 W. Route 66,
Coconino County Assessor's Parcel Numbers 112-01-
001D and 112-01-002, located in the N 1/2 Section 19,
T21N, R7E, of the G&SRM, City of Flagstaff, Coconino
County, Arizona, as shown on the adjacent map.

The Council hearing for these items may be continued if
the Planning and Zoning Commission has not given a
recommendation.

Interested parties may file comments in writing regarding
the proposed Zoning Map Amendment and/or Regional
Plan Amendment or may appear and be heard at the
hearing date set forth above. Maps and information
regarding the proposed Zoning Map Amendment and/or
Regional Plan Amendment are available at the City of
Flagstaff, Planning and Development Services Division,
211 West Aspen Avenue.

Unless otherwise posted, all Planning and Zoning
Commission meetings and City Council meetings are held
in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 211 West Aspen
Avenue, Flagstaff, AZ.

PROPOSED REGIONAL PLAN AMENDMENT
Map 21 and Map 22 area type changes within the
subject site

PROPOSED ZONING MAP AMENDMENT
From Rural Residential (RR) Zone to
Public Facility (PF) Zone

P ———
=
B Subject Site
H::l:::g
i Route 66—

ADDRESS: 3200 W. Route 66 A
APN: 112-01-001D & 112-01-002 N
ACRES: Approximately 48.81 acres

City of Flagstaff, Coconino County

For further information, please contact:

Elaine Averitt

Planning Development Manager
Planning & Development Services Div.
211 West Aspen Avenue

Flagstaff, Arizona 86001

928-213-2616
Email: eaveritt@flagstaffaz.gov

Mail: October 9, 2015 Publish: October 11, 2015




PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES REPORT
FLAGSTAFF REGIONAL PLAN 2030 AMENDMENT

PUBLIC HEARING DATE: October 22, 2015
PZ-15-00077-02 MEETING DATE: October 28, 2015
REPORT BY: Elaine Averitt
CONTACT: 928-213-2616
REQUEST:

A minor Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 amendment request by the City of Flagstaff to change the area type
designation on Map 21 and 22 from Future Urban, Future Suburban, and Area in White to EXxisting
Suburban for approximately 28.7 acres located at 3200 West Route 66.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the minor Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030
amendment to the City Council with a recommendation for approval.

PRESENT LAND USE:

Undeveloped land in the Future Urban, Future Suburban, and Area in White “area type” categories.

PROPOSED LAND USE:

Existing Suburban area type, which would accommodate the development of a proposed municipal public
works facility.

NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT:

North: Vacant land, Area in White regional plan area type;

East: Vacant land, Area in White area type; Manufactured Home Community, Area in White area
type; Vacant land, Park/Open Space area type;

South: Vacant land, Future Urban area type; River Outfitters business, Future Urban area type;

West: Historic McAllister Ranch buildings, Future Suburban area type.

REQUIRED FINDINGS:

The Planning and Zoning Commission shall find that the proposed Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (the “Plan”)
amendment meets the requirements of the General Plan and Subdivision Code (City Code Title 11).

In considering the request for an amendment to the Plan, the goals and policies in the Regional Plan should
be considered to ensure that the requested change to the Future Growth Illustration is in conformance to the
overall vision of the Plan. “The Flagstaff Regional Plan establishes the vision for the future growth and
development of Flagstaff and its surrounding area through goals and policies” (p. I11-4). “General plans are
not static documents; they recognize growth as a dynamic process, which may require revisions to the plan
as circumstances or changes warrant” (p. I11-1).

STAFF REVIEW:

Introduction/Background Discussion
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This request is the second of three related items on the Commission’s agenda; the first item is identified as an
Annexation request and the third item is a Zoning Map amendment request.

The applicant, City of Flagstaff, is requesting a minor Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (FRP 2030) amendment
to ensure conformance with a proposed Zoning Map amendment to allow for the development of a new
public works facility consisting of 87,280 square feet of buildings, associated parking and outdoor storage.
The developed public works site will cover approximately 24 acres. The proposed map amendment to the
FRP 2030 will affect approximately 28.7 acres of land depicted on the Future Growth Illustration (Maps 21
and 22). The McAllister Ranch compound which is not part of the proposed public works facility is
designated Future Suburban, thus that area is not part of the amendment. The ranch compound is on the
same 44.01-acre parcel as the proposed public works yard. The subject site is located on the north side of
West Route 66 between Woody Mountain Road and Flagstaff Ranch Road. The property was acquired by the
City of Flagstaff in September 2001.

A Regional Plan Amendment is required for expanding or changing the boundaries of one area type to
another area type. Specifically, a “minor” amendment is appropriate when changing an urban area type less
than or equal to 10 acres to a suburban area type. As discussed below, 9.7 acres of Future Urban is proposed
to be changed to Future Suburban, and requires a minor Regional Plan Amendment.

Access to the development will be created from Route 66 by improving an existing driveway that is located
800 feet west of Woody Mountain Road. There is a network of existing and planned trails in this area.
A connection will be constructed to a future Flagstaff Urban Trail System (FUTS) trail which is designated
over the existing dike road that leads to the Clay Avenue Wash, compatible with the Flagstaff Urban Trail
System plan (Map 26). The entire site contains forest resources which are distributed evenly and there is a
small knoll with slope resources at the southeast corner of the site. Portions of the site are located in the 100-
year and 500-year floodplain which tie into the Clay Avenue Wash. These areas, which are not designated
Rural floodplains, will be managed per storm water requirements.

Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 Amendment Regquest

As discussed in the “How This Plan Works” chapter (page 111-4), the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 is used in
the regulatory decision-making process by the Planning & Zoning Commission, City Council and City staff.
The Commission and the Council are responsible for making development decisions such as zoning map
amendments or annexations, approval which depends on whether the proposed changes or projects are
consistent with the Plan’s goals and policies. The Future Growth Illustration on Maps 21 and 22 (same map;
one is regional scale and one city scale) and the text of the Plan will provide supplemental information for
the interpretation of goals and policies. In case of any conflict between the Future Growth Illustration and the
Plan’s goals and policies, the goals and policies will prevail. The Future Growth Illustration has two types of
land use designations: “Area Types” describe the placemaking context of Urban, Suburban or Rural, and
“Place Types” such as activity centers and corridors provide the framework for the density, intensities and
mix of uses within the area types. This application proposed to change the area type but not the place type
for this project. Staff considered the question of why a portion of an Urban Activity Center place type
should contain a Suburban area type. This is a Neighborhood Urban Activity Center (rather than Regional)
which is is described as “smaller, mixed-use centers at intersections of Circulation Corridors and Access
Roads; with access to surrounding neighborhood; with local goods and services, public spaces...transit and
FUTS access (1X-36).” Based on the existing and future employment numbers the public works facility will
require, the development is reflective of an urban activity center. On the other hand, the intensity and style
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of the buildings and site layout will be suburban in character. This explains why staff is recommending that
the 44 acres proposed to be annexed will be designated as Suburban area type and the portion of property
within the existing city limits, located between the 44 acres and Route 66 will maintain both the Future
Suburban and Urban area types. Further, this property will utililized for forest resource
protection/landscaping and a small parking area for the facility. The site also has a designation of “White”
and within these areas their existing entitlements are retained and have no assigned area type. In most cases,
these parcels are public lands held by the Forest Service or City. With this request “White” will, if approved,
be assigned Existing Surburban area type.

Attached are exhibits comparing the existing Future Growth Illustration map to the proposed Future Growth
Illustration map. These maps and any applicable text of the FRP 2030 should be considered in the context of
the plan’s goals and policies. A discussion of the FRP 2030 goals and policies including Environmental
Planning & Conservation, Water Resources, Community Character, Growth Areas and Land Use,
Transportation, and Public Facilities is provided below. A complete analysis of applicable goals and policies
is included in the attached “General Plan Analysis for McAllister Ranch Public Works Yard” prepared for
the City of Flagstaff by SWI.

The applicant provided the following reason for the request: The current public works facilities are
undersized and no longer have the capacity to serve the growing population of the City. Due to being
undersized, the current facilities are unable to expand. After analyzing several different sites, the City has
identified the McAllister Ranch property as the ideal location for the public works facility. Cost estimates
were compiled in spring of 2014 that compared the McAllister Ranch site to a site on Cortland Boulevard on
the east side of the City. The development costs of each site were similar, but the City does not own the
Cortland site. Aside from additional costs to purchase the property, the McAllister Ranch also has more
room for future expansion.

APPLICABLE GENERAL PLAN GOALS AND POLICIES

Dark Skies

Goal E&C.5. Preserve dark skies as an unspoiled natural resource, basis for an important economic sector,
and core element of community character.

The intent of the lighting system is to only light portions of the site that are being used, and to do so in a
manner that significantly reduces lumens. The City and design team have already held several meetings with
the dark sky community to incorporate new ideas. Constructing a public works facility would most likely
emit less light than if the site were rezoned to a denser commercial or residential use.

The Outdoor Lighting Permit-Lumen Calculations provided with the Site Plan application propose to use
599,766 lumens on the 24-acre developed site. The overall site is 45 acres which would allow up to 25,000
lumens per acre (1,125,000 lumens) per the Flagstaff Zoning Code. The Public Works department is
voluntarily reducing the maximum lumen calculation to be based on the developed 24 acres only, which
permits a maximum of 600,000 lumens. The Lumen Calculations include a note that the entire system is
dimmable and there are five zones planned, each with independent motion sensors. Narrow-spectrum amber
LED lamp types are proposed with the exception of six color rendition (white LED) fixtures at primary
entrance locations to buildings.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions And Energy Consumption
Goal E.1. Increase energy efficiency.
Policy E.1.4. Promote cost effective, energy-efficient technologies and design in
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all new and retrofit buildings for residential, commercial, and industrial projects.
Policy E.1.5. Promote and encourage the expansion and use of energy-efficient
modes of transportation:
a. Public Transportation
b. Bicycles
c. Pedestrians
Goal E&C.1. Proactively improve and maintain the region’s air quality.
Policy E&C.1.2. Pursue reduction of total emissions of high-priority pollutants
from commercial and industrial sources and area-wide smoke emissions.
Goal E&C.2. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
Policy E&C.2.1. Encourage the reduction of all energy consumption, especially
fossil-fuel generated energy, in public, commercial, industrial, and residential sectors.
Goal T.3. Provide transportation infrastructure that is conducive to conservation, preservation,
and development goals to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts on the natural and built environment.

The new facility will be much more energy efficient than the current facilities, which has been constructed
over the course of over 50 years using outdated design and construction techniques. The buildings will be
constructed with newer technology that will provide better insulation, lighting, and heating/cooling systems.

Easy access to 1-40 will allow for less traffic on S. Milton Road from the public works trucks and easier flow
for the public transportation services. Trash trucks accessing the east side of town will use less fossil fuel and
emit fewer emissions than they currently do, since they will use 1-40 rather than the stop and go traffic
through town. The transportation pathways, bike lanes and FUTS, opportunities to and from the public works
yard will encourage the reduction of fossil fuel emissions from the use of every-day vehicles. These
pathways will encourage community members to bike and walk to and from their daily activities.

McAllister Ranch is further from the large concentration of people in town; therefore, it will likely emit
fewer pollutants directly into the community. The new facility will use existing transportation infrastructure,
thereby minimizing impacts on the environment.

A future FUTS path on the east side of the property as well as a FUTS path extension along the south side of
the Route 66 frontage road will be constructed at a future date as development increases in the area. FUTS
paths allow for the surrounding natural area to remain preserved while providing an area for pedestrians and
bicyclists. Refer to Map 26 for an illustration of the Flagstaff Urban Trails System.

Habitat Protection
Goal E&C.6. Protect, restore, and improve ecosystem health and maintain native plant
and animal community diversity across all land ownerships in the Flagstaff region.
Goal E&C.7. Give special consideration to environmentally sensitive lands in the
development design and review process.
Policy E&C.9.2. Construction projects employ strategies to minimize disturbed
area, soil compaction, soil erosion, and destruction of vegetation.
Goal E&C.10. Protect indigenous wildlife populations, localized and larger-scale wildlife
habitats, ecosystem processes, and wildlife movement areas throughout the planning area.

Trucks and other equipment will be washed regularly at the onsite wash station. This will help minimize the
spreading of invasive plants. A Resource Protection Plan was put together for this project. The code requires
all commercial/public lands projects to conserve 30% of the forest resources. This project will conserve 53%
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of the forest resources and will dedicate areas of property on the south, west, and north sides of the site as
permanent resource protection areas. There is also a prominent “knoll” with slope resources on the southeast
corner of the site that will be 100% preserved. The construction of the new public works facilities will
disturb a minimal area and preserve vegetation surpassing the requirements of the Flagstaff Zoning Code.

The site is not located within any wildlife corridors and is also outside the grasslands and big tree designated
areas as illustrated in Map 7: Significant Natural Resources. The mapped wildlife corridor and wildlife
passage under 1-40 is located west of this site.

Water Conservation
Goal WR.3. Satisfy current and future human water demands and the needs of the
natural environment through sustainable and renewable water resources and strategic
conservation measures.
Policy WR.3.3. Integrate sound water conservation and reuse systems into new
and updated public facilities.
Goal WR.4. Logically enhance and extend the City’s public water, wastewater, and reclaimed
water services including their treatment, distribution, and collection systems in both urbanized
and newly developed areas of the City to provide an efficient delivery of services.
Policy WR.4.3. Development requiring public utility services will be located within
the Urban Growth Boundary.

The wash building will be equipped with a sand/oil separator. Some of the water will be re-used to the
maximum extent possible. As a public works facility the site will use less water than if it were rezoned to a
residential or denser commercial use. In addition to using less water, native and drought tolerant landscaping
will be used throughout the site. Stormwater runoff will be routed into landscape areas before it leaves the
site. This will provide landscape areas with water as well as help reduce sediment and other debris prior to
entering Clay Avenue Wash.

Per Map 21, the project is within the Urban Growth Boundary and will be changing to Existing Suburban.
Public utility services will be provided to the project. Water will be provided by an existing 18” waterline on
the north side of Route 66, and sewer service will be provided by extending an 18” sewer line from the
northeast area of the site. The extension of the 18” sewer line will enhance and extend the City’s public
wastewater services for future development in the area, which will provide an efficient delivery of services.

Water Quality
Goal WR.5. Manage watersheds and stormwater to address flooding concerns, water
quality, environmental protections, and rainwater harvesting.
Goal WR.6. Protect, preserve, and improve the quality of surface water, groundwater,
and reclaimed water in the region.

Policy WR.6.4. Encourage low-impact development practices.

A drainage impact analysis was performed for this site. A retention basin will be constructed within the Clay
Avenue Wash regional detention basin that will accommodate the increase in runoff volume. In addition, the
retention basin will act as a water quality component to capture potential harmful contaminants from the
public works site, and prevent the contaminants from flowing downstream. The retention basins will also
satisfy the City’s low-impact development (LID) requirements.
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The site is also being designed to accommodate critical facilities. The finish floor elevations of buildings
storing hazardous chemicals will be higher than the 500-year floodplain water surface elevations.

The property currently drains towards the northwest on to the Clay Avenue Wash. The slopes within the site
are generally 2% - 3% towards the wash. The site will be graded to match the existing slope of 2% - 3% in
order to provide a relatively flat surface for heavy equipment parking. The site will be graded away from the
buildings and into landscape areas. This will increase the time of concentration, which will in turn lower the
runoff rate.

Heritage Resources
Policy CC.2.3. Mitigate development impacts on heritage resources.
Policy T.4.3. Design transportation facilities and infrastructure with sensitivity to
historic and prehistoric sites and buildings, and incorporate elements that
complement our landscapes and views.

The existing McAllister Ranch homestead will be preserved in place. The emergency secondary access will
also be constructed such that is will not impact the historic property. The site layout was designed for the
administration building to be a focal point. The administration building will allow employees to start their
day at the building before walking to the building they work in.

Compact Development
Policy LU.5.2. Promote infill development over peripheral expansion to conserve
environmental resources, spur economic investments, and reduce the cost of
providing infrastructure and services.
Policy LU.5.6. Encourage the placement of institutional and civic buildings
centrally within a neighborhood to promote walkability and multi-use recreation spaces.
Policy LU.10.1. Prioritize connectivity within all urban neighborhoods and activity centers.
Goal ED.9. Promote redevelopment and infill.

The proposed project is not consistent with Policies LU 5.2 and LU 5.6. This site is constructed further away
from town, which has increased costs due to infrastructure improvements to Route 66 and sewer
improvements. It also does not place civic buildings centrally within neighborhoods. As West Route 66 is
developed, the site will become more walkable. Furthermore, this site is already owned by the City (a
significant cost savings) and has room for future expansion of buildings within the site. This site is also ideal
for a public works facility due to the sensitive lighting zone. The public works yard will emit much less light
pollution than a residential development. For redevelopment and infill, see discussion on the current public
works facility under goals and policies for Existing Public Works Property.

Employment In Suburban Area Types And Activity Centers
Policy LU.6.2. Consider commercial core areas, corridors, activity centers,
employment centers, research and development parks, special planning
areas, and industrial uses as appropriate place types and area types for
employment opportunities.
Policy LU.13.9. Use open space and FUTS trail to provide walking and biking
links from residential uses to employment, shopping, schools, parks, and neighborhoods.
Policy LU.18.2. Strive for activity centers and corridors that are characterized
by contextual and distinctive identities, derived from history, environmental
features, a mix of uses, well-designed public spaces, parks, plazas, and high quality design.
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Policy LU.18.5. Plan for and support multi-modal activity centers and corridors
with an emphasis on pedestrian and transit friendly design.

The new public works facility will provide additional employment opportunities in the area. The intersection
of Route 66 and Woody Mountain Rd. is designated as the node of a future Urban Activity Center place type
which is appropriate for employment uses.

The current paved and striped shoulder will continue to provide bicycle connectivity to Route 66. Internal
walkways will provide connection between the site and Route 66 in order to encourage biking and walking.
At this time there are no planned public transit connections, but as development occurs along West Route 66
there could possibly be future transit connections. The proposed land use category for this project is existing
suburban. The buildings and site layout will have a suburban appearance and will preserve the historic
McAllister Ranch complex. There is a future park planned for the area northwest of the McAllister Ranch
Homestead. Trail connectivity between the park and Public Works Facility will be provided by the future
FUTS trails in the area.

Great Streets And Corridors
Policy CC.1.4. Identify, protect, and enhance gateways, gateway corridors,
and gateway communities.
Goal CC.3. Preserve, restore, enhance, and reflect the design traditions of Flagstaff in
all public and private development efforts.
Goal CC.4. Design and develop all projects to be contextually sensitive, to enhance a
positive image and identity for the region.
Policy T.4.2. Design all gateway corridors, streets, roads, and highways to
safely and attractively accommodate all transportation users with contextual
landscaping and appropriate architectural features.
Policy PF.2.4. Support quality civic design for all public facilities.

The site is considered a gateway site per Map 12 of the FRP 2030. Space for a potential gateway monument
will be incorporated into the project. The site is intended to be designed as a visually appealing project in
order to provide a better gateway to Flagstaff along West Route 66. The vehicular and pedestrian entrance at
Route 66 will be enhanced using contextual landscaping such as boulders, native plants with seasonal color,
and split-rail fencing. The future sidewalk along Route 66 will meander where necessary to preserve larger
pine trees. The development will be mostly screened by a large natural buffer.

The north side of Route 66 will be improved with this project. Improvements will include two through lanes,
a continuous two way left turn lane, a bike lane, and curb and gutter. This is consistent with the City’s Major
Arterial cross section. The site will conserve 53% of the tree resources, a prominent rocky “knoll”, and the
floodplain within Clay Wash.

The Administration building will be designed to meet City design standards. The intent is to construct a
visually appealing project for people entering the City limits. The administration building design reflects
early industrial age aesthetic which has a combination of masonry and humble exposed steel overhangs.
Decorative masonry cornices on parapets. There are also some subtle references to the historic Route 66.

Public Services
Policy LU.7.2. Require unincorporated properties to be annexed prior to the provision
of City services, or that a pre-annexation agreement is executed when deemed appropriate.
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Policy LU.7.3. Require development proposals to address availability of adequate public services.

The property is being annexed into Flagstaff city limits prior to utility services being provided. The site is
also being designed according to the City’s engineering and zoning standards.

Existing Public Works Property
Policy LU.1 0.3. Value the traditional neighborhoods established around
downtown by maintaining and improving their highly walkable character, transit
accessibility, diverse mix of land uses, and historic building form.
Policy LU.1 0.5. Consider vacant and underutilized parcels within the City's
existing urban neighborhoods as excellent locations for contextual
redevelopment that adds housing, shopping, employment, entertainment,
and recreational options for nearby residents and transit patrons.
Goal LU.9. Focus reinvestment, partnerships, regulations, and incentives on developing
or redeveloping urban areas.

The current public works facility will be environmentally remediated. This could promote infill development
and possible reinvestment in an existing neighborhood. Moving the public works yard from the property will
increase livability of the neighborhoods in the surrounding areas. This relocation will improve the
neighborhood and the entire community.

Transit, Bicylce And Pedestrian

Goal T.1. Improve mobility and access throughout the region.
Policy T.1.2. Apply Complete Street Guidelines to accommodate all appropriate
modes of travel in transportation improvement projects.
Policy T.1.6. Provide and promote strategies that increase alternative modes of
travel and demand for vehicular travel to reduce peak period traffic.
Policy T.1.8. Plan for development to provide on-site, publicly-owned
transportation improvements and provide adequate parking.
Policy T.6.2. Establish and maintain a comprehensive, consistent, and highly
connected system of bikeways and FUTS trails.
Policy T.6.5. Provide short- and long-term bicycle parking where bicyclists want to travel.

Not all traffic generated by public works needs to access downtown on a daily basis. Relocating the facility
to McAllister Ranch from Thorpe Park will reduce the amount of heavy vehicles accessing Route 66 and
Milton Road. This will likely reduce traffic along Milton Road during peak traffic periods. Additionally, the
close proximity to 1-40 was also a bonus when investigating potential sites for a new public works facility.
This will provide better access to the east side of town.

Access to future FUTS will also allow for pedestrians and bicyclists to remain safe as well as reducing
vehicular traffic to the site. There is also a paved and striped shoulder currently running past the McAllister
Ranch. Secure bicycle parking will be provided at the facility. The combination of these items will
encourage employees and the general public to ride their bicycle or walk to the facility. There are no known
ride-sharing programs at this time, but it is highly likely the employees will participate in bike to work week.
Although the site has not been designed to accommodate a NAIPTA bus stop, it is anticipated that bus stops
will be constructed in the future as this part of the City develops and expands to this portion of the City.
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Public Facilities And Emergency Management
Policy PF.1.1. Consider climate resiliency and preparedness in community planning
and development to be better prepared for changing conditions.
Policy PF.1.2. Allocate available public resources necessary for the City and
County to prepare and adapt for natural and human-caused hazards so that all
government operations support community resiliency.
Policy PF.2.3. Provide accessible public facilities and services in strategic locations.
Policy PF.3.4. Maintain emergency management operations to protect life and property
during disaster events in natural hazard areas and built environments.

Public works trucks will be able to execute emergency management easier from the McAllister Ranch site.
There is quick access to 1-40 at Flagstaff Ranch interchange from the proposed site. Snowplow operations
will also be more efficient for trucks servicing the east side of town. One of the many good features of the
site is the ability to house critical facilities. This includes many of the large trucks and other equipment the
City could potentially use to assist the community in the event of a major snowstorm, flooding, fire incident,
and even a major freeway accident. All critical facilities, including vehicle and equipment parking, will be
located outside the 500-year floodplain. Both the primary and emergency secondary access points are also
located outside the 500-year floodplain. This will help Public Works staff to assist the community in the
event of a large flood. Site circulation has also been designed to provide ease of access to and throughout the
site.

Policy Analysis

In summary, the city-owned McAllister Ranch property has been identified as the ideal location for a new
public works facility. This list below identifies several key points and community benefits supporting (+) or
not supporting (-) the proposed amendment:

The West Route 66 location affords easy access to 1-40 and the east side of town;

The location improves the ability to execute emergency management;

Existing tranportation infrastructure and existing water infrastructure is available at this site;

The proposed outdoor lighting plan will use a state-of-the-art system to help preserve dark skies;

The development will conserve 53% of the forest resources and the abundance of trees will help

screen the public works facility;

The project relocates the facility and truck traffic out of a residential neighborhood and creates an

opportunity for appropriate redevelopment within the neighborhood,;

+ The project will provide employment for approximately 146 full-time employees in a Future Urban
Activity Center;

- The West Route 66 location is not an infill development and is not placed within a neighborhood
which would promote walkability;

+ Although not an infill development, the proposed site is within the Urban Growth Boundary and can

be efficiently and effectively provided facilities and services by the City.

+ + 4+ + +

+

PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICE IMPACT ANALYSIS: See Annexation Report PZ-15-00077 for
complete Public Impact Analysis discussion.
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Other Requirements

Included as an attachment to the Zoning Map amendment staff report are: Citizen Participation Report,
approved Site Plans (JWA and SWI), Building Elevations, Zoning Exhibits.

Public Input

Public hearings before the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council are conducted in conjunction
with the Zoning Map amendment request. In accordance with Arizona Revised Statute and Section 10-
20.30.080 (p. 20.30-9) of the Zoning Code, notice of the public hearings was provided by placing an ad in
the Daily Sun, posting notices on the property, and mailing a notice to all property owners within 1200 feet
of the subject property (exceeding the 300-foot requirement).

In accordance with Section 10-20.30.060 of the Zoning Code (p. 20.30-5), a Citizen Participation Plan was
prepared and implemented prior to the scheduling of the public hearings and a copy of the Citizen
Participation Report is attached to the rezoning report for review by the Planning and Zoning Commission
and City Council. As of this writing, Planning staff has received one e-mail dated 10/16/15 from a property
owner south of the subject site (see attached email). The citizen had a question concerning why the request to
change the designation of the subject site to Existing Suburban when the area appears to be more rural. Staff
provided a response via e-mail including a link to the Future Growth lIllustration for the subject site area.
Since the area has paved roads and water infrastructure, and the proposed facilty will bring employment, it is
considered a Suburban area type rather than Rural which would have minimal services and employment.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff believes that the proposed amendment to the regional plan is supportable under the guidelines of the
Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030, and would recommend approval of the proposed amendment.

Attachments:

> Minor Regional Plan Amendment Application and applicant’s General Plan Analysis
> Future Growth Illustration — Existing

> Future Growth Illustration — Proposed

> Map 26 FUTS System

> Citizen e-mail dated October 16, 2015

> Public Hearing Legal Advertisement

10
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The Future Growth Illustration defines the geographic locations of
area types and place types. It shows the/s/patial relationship of
existing and future development and is intended to be used in

conjunction with the Natural Environme/nt Maps (Maps 6-8) and the

Road Network Map (Map 25). This lllustration should not be relied
upon to determine where specific land uses are allowed; that
information is found in City Code Title 10 (Zoning Code) and the
Zoning Map. In case of any conflict between the Future Growth

Illustration and the Regional Plan’s goals and policies, the goals
g and policies will prevail.

CORE PUBLIC SERVICES YARD
FUTURE GROWTH ILLUSTRATION

McAllister Property

|‘_:'_|_J City of Flagstaff
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Elaine Averitt

From: Bruce and Nancy Helin <bnhelin@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2015 8:48 AM

To: Elaine Averitt

Subject: Existing Suburban?

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Elaine,

We received notice of the Public Hearing to be be held Oct 28 re: amendments to the Regional Plan and
rezoning for the new public works facility.

We own the properties to the south/southeast of the subject site.... north side Rt 66... 2800 W Rt 66/PRO Inc.
| have done a search on line - and cannot find access to Map 21 or 22...

My question re: changing the Plan designation for the site to Existing Suburban...

Why this designation when currently it is not a suburban area, more rural?

May be purely a matter of semantics; | did read in the new Regional Plan, the designation may allow for public
transportation, urban trail access and the like in the future...

Please call me if it's easier to answer by phone...

Thanks, Nancy 607-3922



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-36

A RESOLUTION OF THE FLAGSTAFF CITY COUNCIL AMENDING THE
FLAGSTAFF REGIONAL PLAN 2030 TO CHANGE THE AREA TYPE
DESIGNATION OF APPROXIMATELY 28.7 ACRES OF REAL PROPERTY ON
MAPS 21 AND 22 LOCATED AT 3200 W. ROUTE 66 FROM FUTURE URBAN,
FUTURE SUBURBAN, AND AREA IN WHITE AREA TYPES TO EXISTING
SUBURBAN AREA TYPE AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (the “Regional Plan”) was adopted by the Mayor
and Council of the City of Flagstaff (the “City Council”) on January 14, 2014 and ratified by the
gualified electors of the City of Flagstaff (the “City”) on May 20, 2014; and

WHEREAS, among other things, the Regional Plan establishes the authority and procedure for
minor amendments; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to section § 9-461.06, Arizona Revised Statutes, and the Regional Plan,
the City has consulted with, advised and provided the opportunity for public comment on the
proposed amendment to the Regional Plan; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-461.06 and the Regional Plan, the City Planning and Zoning
Commission held a public hearing on the proposed Regional Plan amendment on October 28,
2015 and provided notice of such hearing in the manner required by A.R.S. § 9-461.06(E).

WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-461.06 and the Regional Plan, the City Council held a public
hearing in the City Council Chambers on the proposed Regional Plan amendment on November
17, 2015 and provided notice of such hearing by publication of said notice in the manner
required by A.R.S. 8§ 9-461.06(E); and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that (i) proper notice of the proposed
Regional Plan amendment has been given in a manner required by A.R.S. 8 9-461.06, and (ii)
that each of the required publications have been made in the Arizona Daily Sun, a newspaper of
general circulation within the City; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the Regional Plan to change the area type
designation of approximately 28.7 acres on Maps 21 and 22 located at 3200 West Route 66
from Future Urban, Future Suburban, and Area in White area types to Existing Suburban area

type.
ENACTMENTS:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. That the Flagstaff Regional Plan is hereby amended to change the area type
designation of approximately 28.7 acres on Maps 21 and 22 located at 3200 West Route 66, as



RESOLUTION NO. 2015-36 PAGE 2

more particularly depicted in Exhibit “A” (Future Growth Illustration — Proposed), from
Future Urban, Future Suburban, and Area in White area types to Existing Suburban area type.

SECTION 2. That the Mayor, the City Manager, the City Clerk and the City Attorney are
hereby authorized to take all steps necessary to carry out the purpose and intent of this
Resolution.

SECTION 3. This resolution shall become effective thirty (30) days following adoption by the
City Council.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Flagstaff this day of
, 20
MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY
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14. A. iii.
CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council

From: Elaine Averitt, Planning Development
Manager

Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting 11/17/2015

Date:

TITLE:

Public Hearing and Consideration of Ordinance No. 2015-21: A zoning map amendment/direct
ordinance amending the Flagstaff Zoning Code to rezone approximately 48.81 acres of real property
from Rural Residential (RR) to Public Facility (PF) located at 3200 West Route 66 on parcel numbers
112-01-001D and 112-01-002. (Rezoning of property for the new McAllister Ranch public works
yard located on West Route 66). “THIS ITEM WAS MOVED FROM 14 (A) ii

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

At the November 17, 2015 Council Meeting:
1) Hold the Public Hearing

2) Read Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title only for the first time

3) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title only for the first time (if approved above)
At the December 1, 2015 Council Meeting:

4) Read Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title for the final time

5) City Clerk reads Ordinance No. 2015-21 by title only for the final time (if approved above)
6) Adopt Ordinance No.2015-21

Executive Summary:

This request is third and last of three related items. The City of Flagstaff (applicant) is requesting a zoning
map amendment to allow for the development of a new public works facility. The Flagstaff Planning and
Zoning Commission conducted a public hearing to consider this rezoning request at its regular meeting
of October 28, 2015. At the conclusion of the public hearing, the Commission voted ( 7-0) to forward the
request to the City Council with a recommendation of approval with four additional conditions. Zoning
map amendments are required to be adopted by ordinance. All substantive issues area addressed in the
attached Planning & Zoning Commission report.

Financial Impact:

The money resources for the Facility are $14,000,000 bonding authority, landfill fees, both debt and one
time money, totaling $5,500,000 and the appraised values for McAllister Ranch at $2,178,000 and the
Mogollon property at $2,256,000. Total resources: $23,934,000 available for the Facility.



Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

3) Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient
and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

11) Ensure that we are as prepared as possible for extreme weather events

REGIONAL PLAN:
A full discussion of the applicable policies is included in the Regional Plan staff report to the P&Z
Commission (PZ-15-00077-02).

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:

On 7/15/14 the Council rejected a total of nine proposals for alternative sites for the public works yard
(core services facility).

Options and Alternatives:

The City Council may approve the ordinance as proposed, approve the ordinance with conditions, or
deny the ordinance.

Background/History:

The Applicant, City of Flagstaff, is requesting a Zoning Map Amendment to rezone approximately 48.81
acres from Rural Residential (RR) zone to Public Facilities (PF) zone located at 3200 W. Route 66. This
amendment would allow the development of a municipal public works facility, consisting of 87,280

square feet of buildings including an administration building for employees and the public, and buildings
to serve the following City of Flagstaff Public Works services and divisions: Parks, Solid Waste, Streets,
and Fleet. The majority of the subject property is currently undeveloped, forested land with the exception
of an existing cell tower approximately 330 feet north of W. Route 66 and the McAllister Ranch Complex
at the west end of the property. The property slopes generally 2 to 3 percent towards the northwest
which is the Clay Avenue Wash area and is fairly level with the exception of a small knoll at the southeast
corner which will be protected for slope resources.

An applicant requesting an amendment to the Zoning map may elect to pursue either a “Direct Ordinance
with a Site Plan” or “Authorization to Rezone with a Concept Zoning Plan” per Section 10-20.50.040.D
(pg. 20.50-5). This application is a Direct Ordinance with a Site Plan. If the Zoning Map Amendment
request is approved, the next steps in the process will be Civil Improvement Plan and Building permit
submittals.

In a rezoning case, typically a development agreement is formalized between the City and the private
developer. With this project, the City is the developer and a development agreement is not required.
However, any requirements for the City will be included in the Zoning Map Amendment ordinance as
stipulations.

Key Considerations:

If the rezoning request is approved and the 48.81-acre site is rezoned to Public Facility (PF) zone, the
proposed public works facility will be considered a permitted use in that zone. Per the Flagstaff Zoning
Code (Section10-40.30.060, pg. 40.30-29). , “Government Service/Maintenance Facilities” is an allowed
use under the sub-heading of Transportation and Infrastructure in the Public Facility (PF) zone.

Community Benefits and Considerations:



Community benefits and considerations are addressed in the Regional Plan Amendment request.

Community Involvement:

Inform/Consult

The City hired Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc. (SWI) to act as the applicant to annex and rezone the property
as well as compile and submit concept and site plan packages. The applicant held a neighborhood
meeting on January 21, 2015 to discuss the annexation, general plan amendment, and rezoning of the
properties. SWI led the meeting with support provided by Johnson Walzer Associates (JWA) and City
Public Works staff. Meeting notification letters were sent to all property owners and homeowner’s
associations (HOA) within a 1,200 foot radius. Letters were also sent to the City’s “Registry of Persons
and Groups” as provided by the City. The Citizen Participation Report (CPR), dated May 5, 2015, is
attached to this rezoning report. The applicant received three letters in response to the meeting notice
requesting information about the project. Fifteen people attended the meeting according to the sign-in
sheet and had questions in regards to the case. Some of the attendees expressed concerns regarding
the Annexation or Zoning Map Amendment about traffic, cost, noise and lighting. All of the questions and
concerns are addressed in Table 1 of the CPR. As of this writing, staff has received one e-mail dated
10/16/15 from a property owner south of the subject site; the e-mail is attached to the  Flagstaff
Regional Plan 2030 Amendment report.

Public hearings before the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council are conducted in
conjunction with requests for rezoning. In accordance with State statute, notice of the public hearing was
provided by placing an ad in the Daily Sun, posting notices on the property, and mailing a notice to all
property owners within 1200 feet of the site (exceeding the required 300-feet distance). At the October
28, 2015 Planning and Zoning Commission public hearing, there was no public testimony. At the
conclusion of the public hearing, the Commission voted 7-0 to forward a recommendation to the Council
for approval of the request with four additional conditions which have been incorporated into the zoning
ordinance.

Attachments: Application Reg Plan & Zoning
Current COF Zoning Map
Rezone exhibit_existing
Rezone exhibit_proposed
Rezone legal descrip 001D
Rezone legal descrip 002
Public Hearing Legal Notice

Citizen Particip Report
Civil Site Plan

General Site Plan

PZC Zoning Staff Report
Ord. 2015-21.Combined
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This map is known as the "City of Flagstaff Official Zoning Map" or the
"City of Flagstaff Official Regulating Plan," and is intended to implement
the City of Flagstaff Zoning Code per Ordinance 2011-20 adopted on
11/01/2011 and all subsequent amendments. These maps are based on
the most accurate graphic information available at the time they were
produced. The City of Flagstaff furnishes these maps "as is" and assumes
no responsibility for their accuracy. All zoning information should be
verified by legal description whenever possible.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 112-01-001D
REZONE Exhibit ‘A’
#14065
9/17/2015

A parcel of land lying within the north half of Section 19, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of the Gila
Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, described as follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of that parcel of land as shown on Instrument #3396969 (R1) and Book
11, Page 19, Official Records of Coconino County, a ¥2” rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321,
from which a %" rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321” at the southeast corner of said parcel bears
South 00°19'42" West, 1322.85 feet (Basis of Bearing, R1);

Thence along the east line of said parcel, South 00°19'42" West, 341.97 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence continuing along said east line, South 00°19'42" West, 980.88 feet to said southeast corner;

Thence along the south line of said parcel, South 89°44'28" West, 649.41 feet to a %2” rebar with
aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321”;

Thence continuing along said south line, South 89°44'57" West, 1293.89 feet to a ¥2” rebar with plastic
cap “RLS 182157,

Thence leaving said south line, North 00°00°00” East, 989.46 feet;

Thence North 90°00°00” East, 1948.91 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;
Containing 44.01 acres, more or less.

See exhibit ‘B’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 112-01-002
REZONE Exhibit ‘A’
#14065
9/17/2015

A parcel of land lying within the north half of Section 19, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of the Gila
Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, described as follows:

Parcel No. 2, as described in Instrument #3106795, and as shown on Instrument #3542480, Official
Records of Coconino County.

Containing 4.80 acres, more or less.
See exhibit ‘B’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Flagstaff Planning
and Zoning Commission will hold a public hearing on
Wednesday, October 28, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. and the City
Council will hold a Public Hearing on Tuesday, November
17, 2015, at 6:00 p.m. to consider the following:

A. Explanation of Matters to be Considered:

1. A proposed minor amendment to the Flagstaff
Regional Plan Map 21 and 22 to change the area
type of 28.7 acres to Existing Suburban on the
48.81-acre site described in Part B below.

2. A proposed amendment to the official City of
Flagstaff zoning map to rezone property from RR,
Rural Residential to PF, Public Facility (48.81
acres), for the area described in Part B below.

The proposed Regional Plan Amendment and Zoning
Map Amendment will allow for a City of Flagstaff
public works facility consisting of approximately
87,280 square feet to be constructed on this site.

B. General Description of the Affected Area:

Approximately 48.81 acres located at 3200 W. Route 66,
Coconino County Assessor's Parcel Numbers 112-01-
001D and 112-01-002, located in the N 1/2 Section 19,
T21N, R7E, of the G&SRM, City of Flagstaff, Coconino
County, Arizona, as shown on the adjacent map.

The Council hearing for these items may be continued if
the Planning and Zoning Commission has not given a
recommendation.

Interested parties may file comments in writing regarding
the proposed Zoning Map Amendment and/or Regional
Plan Amendment or may appear and be heard at the
hearing date set forth above. Maps and information
regarding the proposed Zoning Map Amendment and/or
Regional Plan Amendment are available at the City of
Flagstaff, Planning and Development Services Division,
211 West Aspen Avenue.

Unless otherwise posted, all Planning and Zoning
Commission meetings and City Council meetings are held
in the Council Chambers of City Hall, 211 West Aspen
Avenue, Flagstaff, AZ.

PROPOSED REGIONAL PLAN AMENDMENT
Map 21 and Map 22 area type changes within the
subject site

PROPOSED ZONING MAP AMENDMENT
From Rural Residential (RR) Zone to
Public Facility (PF) Zone

P ———
=
B Subject Site
H::l:::g
i Route 66—

ADDRESS: 3200 W. Route 66 A
APN: 112-01-001D & 112-01-002 N
ACRES: Approximately 48.81 acres

City of Flagstaff, Coconino County

For further information, please contact:

Elaine Averitt

Planning Development Manager
Planning & Development Services Div.
211 West Aspen Avenue

Flagstaff, Arizona 86001

928-213-2616
Email: eaveritt@flagstaffaz.gov

Mail: October 9, 2015 Publish: October 11, 2015




CITIZEN PARTICIPATION REPORT
For
MCALLISTER RANCH PUBLIC WORKS YARD

SWI Project # 14065

Section 19, T 21 N, R 07 E, G&SRM
Coconino County, Arizona

Prepared for:
City of Flagstaff
221 W. Aspen Avenue
Flagstaff, AZ 86001

Prepared by:
Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc.
110 W. Dale Avenue
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
(928) 773-0354

January 21, 2015
Revised: May 5, 2015



PROJECT SUMMARY

The City of Flagstaff is proposing a new public works yard at McAllister Ranch, located
on the north side of west Route 66 between Woody Mountain Road and Flagstaff Ranch
Road, see Vicinity Map shown below. Access to the site will be provided by one
proposed driveway on Route 66. An eastbound left turn lane, westbound right turn lane,
and westbound acceleration lane will be constructed. There will be a shared thru/right
turn lane to exit the site. The site is located on 49 acres, of which only approximately 20
acres will be utilized for the public works facility.

LPROJECT
SITE

\) 1’ i B
} :

|

VICNITY MAP 55

PROJECT LOCATION

The project limits are located near the western limits of the City of Flagstaff along Route
66, with the proposed facility being located on Coconino County Parcel 112-01-001C.
The project site is positioned in the North % of Section 19, Township 21 North, and
Range 07 East, of the Gila and Salt River Base Meridian, Coconino County.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The site is currently located in an unincorporated area of Coconino County. The City
has hired SWI to annex/rezone the property as well as compile and submit concept and
site plan packages. A lot split was already processed and recorded, with a 44 acres
parcel (APN 112-01-001D) being created as a result. After being annexed into the City,
the parcel will be rezoned to Public Facilities (PF) in order to allow for a public works
facility land use. The public works facility encroaches on an adjacent 5 acre City owned
parcel (APN 112-01-092), which will also be rezoned. The two parcels will then be
combined into one 49 acre parcel.

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING

As part of the annexation, rezone, and minor plan amendment, a “Citizen Participation
Plan” is required in accordance with the Zoning Code. The main component of the plan
is to hold a Neighborhood Meeting to introduce the project to surrounding property
owners. A meeting is scheduled for Wednesday January 21, 2015 at 5 pm with a
presentation at 6 pm at the DoubleTree by Hilton Flagstaff, located at 1175 West Route
66, Flagstaff, AZ.



Notification letters were sent to all property owners and homeowner’s associations
(HOA) within a 1,200 foot radius. Letters were also sent to the City’s “Registry of
Persons and Groups” as provided by the City. The letters were mailed on January 6,
2015. A copy of the notification letter and an exhibit of people invited to the meeting are
included in Appendix A. In addition to the notification letter, a sign with the
Neighborhood Meeting information was posted at the property on Friday January 9,
2015. The sign was posted on the gate at the entrance to the property on Route 66. A
photo of the sign is included in Appendix B. The notification letter was also posted on
the City of Flagstaff Website, and a brief article was published in the Arizona Daily Sun
on January 21, 2015.

SWI led the meeting with support provided by Johnson Walzer Associates (JWA) and
City Public Works staff. Poster boards with the Concept Plan, annexation map,
landscape plan, resource protection plan, and exhibit with adjacent parcels were posted
throughout the meeting room. Regional Plan and Zoning Maps provided by the City
were also posted throughout the meeting room. The meeting began at 5 pm with an
open house followed by a presentation at 6 pm. An outline of the brief presentation is
below:

e Introduction
0 Basic overview of the project and what SWI was hired to accomplish —
annexation, rezone, concept plan, site plan, etc.
Drainage impacts
Traffic impacts
Resource protection
Landscape
Impacts of site lighting
Open to questions

A recorder was used to record the questions of citizens attending the meeting. Table 1
below is a summary of the questions asked by citizens during the meeting, as well as
comments mailed by citizens who were unable to attend the meeting:

Table 1 — Neighborhood Meeting Questions

QUESTION

RESPONSE

Will a water station be included on the
site? This location would provide people
hauling water an option to avoid driving all
the way into town.

This will be discussed with the Utilities
Department. The revised site plan didn’t
include a water station.

Flagstaff Ranch Road already doesn’t
have a left turn lane. How will this project
impact the current condition, and will it
require a left turn lane?

Traffic counts will be conducted at this
location to determine if a left turn lane will
be required.

How much does the project cost?

Approximately $21 million.




Will the sale of the existing yard contribute
to the new yard?

Yes, with limited funds available the new
yard is dependent on the sale of the
existing yard.

Can the price of the new yard be reduced
enough to save the existing yard at
Thorpe?

No, the new yard has already been
designed to provide the absolute minimum
necessities.

The existing yard still needs environmental
remediate before it can be redeveloped.
How can the City still have money left over
from the sale of the property after paying
for the remediation?

The City will still make a profit even though
the site needs to be remediated.

Does the $21 million include the lane

additions on Route 667?

Yes, the estimate includes all the

necessary offsite improvements.

What kind of noise and traffic can we
expect on Route 667

It is not anticipated that additional noise
will be noticed with the new project. The
calculated traffic volumes are very low in
comparison to the current traffic volumes
on Route 66.

Will there be increased noise due to the
solid waste vehicles?

There is a potential for noise increase due
to the DOT mandated safety checks each
driver is required to perform prior to
leaving the yard. The site is situated such
that noise will be reduced as much as
possible. There are future plans to build a
garage large enough to park the solid
waste vehicles, but unfortunately there is
not enough money in the budget to build
the garage at this time.

How will sewer be handled?

An 18" sewer line will be constructed from
the Clay Avenue Wash detention basin to
the western property line. This will provide
sewer service to the site and will allow
other developments upstream to connect
as well.

Where will power come from?

It will be underground and will come from a
termination point near Woody Mountain
Road.

Has the City learned anything from the
Aspen Height project as far as lighting
impacts? Has the City learned from the
backlash so the same outcome doesn’t
happen? Working with City planners may
not be good enough — we can’t just say the
project is in zone 1 and only do the bare
minimum of what is required.

The City plans on using this project as an
example to show other future projects
what kind of lighting can be done and still
have minimal impacts to dark skies. We
are currently working with a lighting
consultant and are pursuing a grant for a
lighting system that will emit significantly
less lumens than is required.




If the City owns 96 acres but is only
developing 20-25 acres, will there be other
development? How will there be other
development in the floodplain east of the
site.

At this time there are no other
development projects planned. The only
development that could occur in the
floodplain would most likely be recreation
fields.

The water pressure is already low in the
area and this project will only make it
worse. How will the City mitigate this?

A new well has already been drilled and a
pumphouse is currently being designed.
This will increase water pressure in the
area.

Why move from the east side of town?

The intent is to consolidate the public
works operations into one location in order
to be more efficient and save money.

The City is already worried about road
repairs, why spend money on this?

This project will save money long term by
consolidating operations and selling the
existing public works yard.

Isn’t it cheaper to build this on the east
side of town?

No. A cost estimate was performed by
SWI on a site on the east side and this
site. The City already owns the McAllister
Ranch property but not the site on the east
side.

What is the total cost of this project versus
upgrading the current yard?

The current yard is undersized and not
adequate for the public works needs, so it
is not feasible to upgrade the current site.

Why not use the Walgreens warehouse on

The City does not own the Walgreen

the east side? warehouse and already owns the
McAllister Ranch property.
Would you have to install traffic lights on | The City is currently planning on

Route 66 for a Railroad Springs outlet?

constructing a traffic signal on Woody
Mountain Road. This project will pay its
fair share based on the traffic generated
by the project.

There has not been enough evidence
presented that this is a viable plan in the
best interest of Flagstaff — present or
future.

The current Thorpe public works yard is
very outdated and not large enough to
accommodate a growing City. The City
has already expanded the facility as much
as possible and there simply isn’t enough
room.

A concerned citizen living on 2243 W.
Adirondack Avenue mailed a comment
stating they did not receive the letter until
1-24-15, which was after the neighborhood
meeting.

The citizen was informed they were
outside the 1,000 foot radius for addresses
that received a notification. The Railroad
Springs HOA did however receive a
notification, so they still should have
received the letter.

The sign-in sheet for the neighborhood meeting and the letters received in the mail from

citizens are included in Appendix C.




APPENDIX A



110 West Dale Avenue
Flagstaff, AZ 86001

928.773.0354
WWW. SWidaz.com

Shephard 4 Wesnitzer, Inc. Engineering an environment of excellence

January 6, 2015

The City of Flagstaff (City) would like to invite the surrounding neighbors of the McAllister
Ranch property to a Neighborhood Meeting to introduce the annexation and rezone of a City
owned parcel within Coconino County, and the rezone of a City owned parcel within the City
Limits. The two parcels are adjacent to each other and are located west of Woody Mountain
Road at 3366 West Route 66. The meeting will be held on Wednesday January 21" at 5 pm
with a presentation at 6 pm at the DoubleTree by Hilton Flagstaff, 1175 West Route 66,
Flagstaff, AZ to discuss the annexation, general plan amendment, and rezoning of the properties.

The annexation application is specifically for APN 112-01-001D (44 acres) and the regional plan
amendment and rezone application is specifically for APNs 112-01-001D and 112-01-002 (5
acres). The two parcels are adjacent to each other with the City Limit boundary bisecting the
two parcels. Once annexed into the City, APN 112-01-001D will be zoned Rural Residential
(RR), matching the current APN 112-01-002 zoning. Once annexation is complete, the City will
apply for the rezoning of the two parcels to Public Facilities (PF). The two parcels will be
combined upon completion of the regional plan amendment and rezone.

The plan sheets submitted in association with the Concept Plan and attached herein reflect the
limits of the overall project. The project consists of the construction of a new public works
facility including an administration building, streets building, facility/parks building, fuel station,
wash station, and parking for streets and solid waste equipment. Access to the site will be
provided by a proposed driveway on Route 66.

Project material will be available for review starting at 5:00 pm with a presentation at 6:00 pm
followed by a question and answer session. This will allow any neighborhood concerns to be
identified and addressed prior to the project’s public hearing before the City of Flagstaff
Planning and Zoning Commission. Concerns raised will be reported to the City of Flagstaff
Planning Department.

SEDONA COTTONWOOD KINGMAN

FLAGSTAFF

PRESCOTT



We hope to see you there. If you are unable to attend please provide comments in the space
below and mail to:

Mr. Dan Holmes
City of Flagstaff
211 W. Aspen Avenue
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
(928) 213-2108
dholmes@flagstaffaz.gov

Sincerely,

Mo ¢ i

Stephen C. Irwin, P.E.

COMMENTS REGARDING THIS DEVELOPMENT

SEDONA COTTONWOOD FLAGSTAFF PRESCOTT KINGMAN
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McAllister Ranch Public Works Facility

Neighborhood Meeting Sign-in Sheet
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We hope to see you there. If you are unable to attend please provide comments in the space
below and mail to:

Mr, Dan Holmes
City of Flagstaff
211 W. Aspen Avenue
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
(928) 213-2108
dholmes@flagstaffaz.gov

Sincerely,

Siphon ¢ o

Stephen C. Irwin, P.E,

l COMMENTS REGARDING THIS DEVELOPMENT
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City of Flagstaff
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Flagstaff, AZ 86001
(928) 213-2108
dholmes@flagstaffaz. gov

Sincerely,

Stephen C. Irwin, P.E,

l COMMENTS REGARDING THIS DEVELOPMENT
' f

\QMMZ‘M@QAWMa@uMKEQ
~f/au¢.¢,4i e dipen @i ogipdef) %,&f ZA s

L of piodl. gl o TA Asend s it
%/ Lo, ﬂ,ﬂjgjéﬂﬂ “dw,f\% 151 W

SZ [ AV IS /Cm’e_

fMMa D it —2 / MM zwméwg) /S
: /f Aﬁ:ﬂﬂz} Z(9/7/} o/




PLOTTED: Sep 22, 2015—4:12pm

FILE: \\Vr—fileflag\data\Projects\2014\14065\Drawings\Site Plans\Site Plan — 14065.dwg SWI-C3D—14
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES REPORT
ZONING MAP AMENDMENT

PUBLIC HEARING DATE: October 22, 2015
PZ-15-00077-01 MEETING DATE: October 28, 2015

REPORT BY: Elaine Averitt
REQUEST:

A Zoning Map Amendment (Direct Ordinance with a Site Plan) request to rezone approximately 48.81 acres from Rural
Residential (RR) to Public Facility (PF) located at 3200 West Route 66 on parcel numbers 112-01-001D and 112-01-002.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the Zoning Map Amendment to the City Council with
a recommendation for approval subject to the conditions as noted in the Recommendation section of this report.

PRESENT LAND USE:

The subject site consists of undeveloped land in the Rural Residential (RR) Zone.

PROPOSED LAND USE:

A public works facility consisting of approximately 87,280 square feet located on 48.81 acres.

NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT:

North:  Vacant land owned by the City of Flagstaff in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction.

East:  Vacant land owned by the State of Arizona in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction; Hidden
Hollow Manufactured Home Community in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction; Vacant
land owned by the State of Arizona in the Planned Community (PC) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction.

South:  Route 66 highway which is adjacent to vacant land owned by VP 66 & Woody Mountain, LLC (Vintage Partners),
in the Rural Residential (RR) Zone; Vacant land in the Rural Residential (RR) Zone; Professional River Qutfitters
in the Commercial General (CG-10,000) Zone under Coconino County jurisdiction.

West:  Vacant Land owned by the City of Flagstaff in the General (G) Zone under Coconino County
jurisdiction.

REQUIRED FINDINGS:

Staff Review

An application for a Zoning Map Amendment shall be submitted to the Planning Director and shall be reviewed and a
recommendation prepared. The Planning Director’s recommendation shall be transmitted to the Planning Commission in the
form of a staff report prior to a scheduled public hearing. The recommendation shall include: an evaluation of the
consistency and conformance of the proposed amendment with the goals of the General Plan and any applicable specific
plans; the ground for the recommendation based on the standards and purposes of the zones set forth in Section 10-40.20
(Establishment of Zones) of the Zoning Code (page 40.20-1); and, whether the Zoning Map Amendment should be granted,
granted with conditions to mitigate anticipated impacts caused by the proposed development, or denied.
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Findings for Reviewing Proposed Amendments

Proposed amendments shall be evaluated based on the following findings: the proposed amendment is consistent with and
conforms to the goals of the General Plan and any applicable specific plans; the proposed amendment will not be detrimental
to the public interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare of the City of Flagstaff (the “City”) and will add to the public
good as described in the General Plan; and, the affected site is physically suitable in terms of design, location, shape, size,
operating characteristics, and the provision of public and emergency vehicle access, public services, and utilities to ensure
that the requested zone designation and the proposed or anticipated uses and/or development will not endanger, jeopardize,
or otherwise constitute a hazard to the property or improvements in the vicinity in which the property is located. If the
application is not consistent with the General Plan and any other applicable specific plan, the applicable plan must be
amended in compliance with the procedures established in Chapter 11-10 of the City Code (Title 11: General Plans and
Subdivisions) prior to considering the proposed amendment.

STAFF REVIEW:

Introduction/Background

As indicated in the previous report, this Zoning Map Amendment (rezoning) request is the third of three related items on the
Commission’s agenda; the first item being an Annexation request and the second item identified as a Regional Plan
Amendment request.

The Applicant, City of Flagstaff, is requesting a Zoning Map Amendment to rezone approximately 48.81 acres from Rural
Residential (RR) zone to Public Facilities (PF) zone located at 3200 W. Route 66. This amendment would allow the
development of a municipal public works facility, consisting of 87,280 square feet of buildings including an administration
building for employees and the public, and buildings to serve the following City of Flagstaff Public Works services and
divisions: Parks, Solid Waste, Streets, and Fleet. The majority of the subject property is currently undeveloped, forested
land with the exception of an existing cell tower approximately 330 feet north of W. Route 66 and the McAllister Ranch
Complex at the west end of the property. The property slopes generally 2 to 3 percent towards the northwest which is the
Clay Avenue Wash area and is fairly level with the exception of a small knoll at the southeast corner which will be protected
for slope resources.

Land uses north of the subject property include vacant city-owned property which will remain under county jurisdictions.
Approximately 350 feet north of the property is the BNSF Railway. Land uses east of the subject property include vacant
land owned by the State of Arizona and the Hidden Hollow Manufactured Home Community, all under county jurisdiction.
South of the property is West Route 66 and then vacant land owned by Vintage Partners under both city and county
jurisdiction. Between the east end of the subject property and West Route 66 are two smaller parcels: one undeveloped and
under city jurisdiction and the other which contains the Professional River Outfitters operation and is under county
jurisdiction. West of the subject property is vacant land known as the Clay Wash Detention Basin, owned by the City of
Flagstaff, that will remain under county jurisdiction.

An applicant requesting an amendment to the Zoning map may elect to pursue either a “Direct Ordinance with a Site Plan”
or “Authorization to Rezone with a Concept Zoning Plan” per Section 10-20.50.040.D (pg. 20.50-5). The Direct Ordinance
with a Site Plan process provides an applicant with a shorter approval process with fewer steps. In this approach the
applicant submits fully developed site plans with all supporting information required for Site Plan Review concurrently with
the Zoning Map amendment application. Once the Zoning Map amendment is approved by the Council, then the applicant
can proceed directly to construction plan and building permit review. The Authorization to Rezone with a Concept Zoning
Plan process allows the applicant to prepare a concept zoning plan and pursue site plan application after Council approves
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the Zoning Map Amendment. This application is a Direct Ordinance with a Site Plan. If the Zoning Map Amendment
request is approved, the next steps in the process will be Civil Improvement Plan and Building permit submittals.

In a rezoning case, typically a development agreement is formalized between the City and the private developer. With this
project, the City is the developer and a development agreement is not required. However, any requirements for the City will
be included in the Zoning Map Amendment ordinance as stipulations.

The current application is being reviewed against the policies of the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (FRP 2030). A full
discussion of the applicable policies is included in the Regional Plan staff report and the General Plan Analysis report
prepared by Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc..

Proposed Development Site Plan

The applicant is requesting a Zoning Map Amendment for the development of a municipal public works facility, consisting
of 87,280 square feet of buildings including an administration building for employees and the public, and buildings to serve
the following City of Flagstaff Public Works department services: Parks, Solid Waste, Streets, and Fleet. Site plans of the
development (Sheet AS1.0) show the administration building to be a focal point on the west side of the campus. This
building will allow employees to start their day at the building before walking to the building they work in. Facilities for
Streets, Parks, and Solid Waste along with associated parking areas are located near the administration building. A Fleet
maintenance facility, fuel station, and wash facility along with outdoor storage for materials, dumpsters and parks
equipment are located on the east side of the campus. The site plan allows for up to 32,700 square feet of future
expansion of the buildings. The primary access is via a proposed median-separated asphalt driveway merging into a
round-about which will provide access to all parts of the campus. An existing cell tower will remain located in the round-
about area. An emergency secondary access is proposed at the southwest corner of the site.

General Plan - Flagstaff Regional Plan (FRP 2030)

The Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 (FRP 2030), Future Growth Illustration (Maps 21 and 22) designates the subject site as
Future Urban within an Urban Activity Center, Future Suburban, and Area in White. All substantive Regional Plan issues
were addressed in the previous Regional Plan amendment report. The proposed minor Regional Plan amendment would
change the designation to Existing Suburban; thus, if the Regional Plan amendment is approved, the rezoning request would
comply with the Regional Plan.

Zoning — City of Flagstaff Zoning Code

If the rezoning request is approved and the 48.81-acre site is rezoned to Public Facility (PF) zone, the proposed public works
facility will be considered a permitted use in that zone. Per the Flagstaff Zoning Code (Section10-40.30.060, pg. 40.30-29). ,
“Government Service/Maintenance Facilities” is an allowed use under the sub-heading of Transportation and Infrastructure
in the Public Facility (PF) zone.

Building Form and Resource Protection

Table 1 below compares development standards and resource protection requirements for the RR zone and the proposed PF
zone. When the parcels are rezoned to PF, the City’s Resource Protection Overlay (RPO) zone will also be applied. In
addition, the City’s Outdoor Lighting Zone 1 will be applied with the rezoning. The Flagstaff Zoning Code requires all
Public Lands or Commercial uses within the RPO zone to protect a minimum of 30% of the tree resources. The proposed
development meets the standards required for the PF zone. The maximum building height will be the fleet maintenance
building at 29-feet high. The proposed floor area ratio (FAR) is 0.045 which is less than the maximum allowed 0.40 FAR.
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The proposed buildings and structures meet all of the minimum setbacks for the PF zone.

As stated above, the PF zone requires a minimum of 30% protection of forest resources. This project will conserve 53% of
the forest resources on the two subject parcels. A resource buffer will be provided along the north, west and south site
boundaries. In addition, the landscape plan (Sheet AS1.1) includes a note (44) stating that the trees in the proposed material
storage area are to be preserved to the maximum extent feasible and that these trees are not included in the resource
calculations. The prominent knoll located on the southeast corner of the site which contains a small amount of steep slope
will be 100% preserved. The site will conserve the 100-year floodplain within Clay Wash.

Table 1 — Comparison of Development Standards and Resource Protection

Standard Existing Zone (RR) Proposed Zone (PF)

Acres 48.81 48.81
Maximum Building Height (feet) 35 60
Maximum Coverage 20% 0.40 FAR
Building Placement Requirements *Setback requirements shall be the same
(Min Setbacks): as those of the adjacent zone

Front (feet) 75 75

. 10 (interior) 10 (interior)
Side (feet) 25 (exterior) 25 (exterior)
Rear (feet) 10 10

Resource Protection Requirements

Percent of Forest Resources to be

protected 50% 30%
Slope Protection
0-16.99% No protection No protection
17-24.99% 70% of slope area 60% of slope area
25-34.99% 80 % of slope area 80% of slope area
Rural Floodplain 100% 100%
Civic Space

The Zoning Code requires nonresidential developments larger than 20,000 square feet to provide a minimum of five
percent of the site as an outdoor pedestrian amenity space that serves as a transition space between a parking area and the
entrance(s) to a building. For this project, staff applied the pedestrian amenity requirement to the administration building
only since it will be where employees and visitors park. A landscaped pedestrian pathway system has been provided
around the entire administration building with connections to and through the adjacent parking areas (reference Site Plan
drawing AS1.0 and AS1.1).

Parking

Table 10-50.80.040.A of the Zoning Code (Page 50.80-10) establishes the minimum number of parking spaces required for
development. Parking for Public Services is calculated at a rate of one space per employee plus one space per company
vehicle stored or parked on the premises. Public Works estimates there will be 146 full-time employees. Of the 146 spaces,
61 are for Public Works vehicles. An additional 23 spaces have been programmed for visitors to the administration offices.
In summary, there are 135 spaces in the west parking area and 34 spaces in the east parking area for a total of 169 parking
spaces, including four ADA accessible.
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Design Review

Site Planning Standards

In accordance with Section 10-30.60.030 of the Zoning Code (Page 30.60-2), the Applicant conducted a site analysis, a copy
of which is attached to this report, that considers the topography of the site, solar orientation, existing/native vegetation
types, view corridors, climate, subsurface conditions, drainage swales and stream corridor, and the built environment and
land use context. The findings of the site analysis were used in the more detailed site plan submittal.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation Systems

On-site pedestrian circulation is provided through an extensive network of walkways. These walkways are designed as on-
site connections between several internal functions, including building entrances and parking areas. In addition, they provide
off-site connections to the future public sidewalk and future Flagstaff Urban Trail System (FUTS) trail. While there is no
dedicated on-site bicycle circulation system, bicycles can utilize the on-site pedestrian system. In accordance with Section
10-30.60.040.A.3 of the Zoning Code (Page 30.60-7) and Section 10-50.80.050 of the Zoning Code (Page 50.80-11), bicycle
parking spaces are provided in two locations at the administration building.

Parking Lots, Driveways, and Service Areas

One hundred sixty-nine (169) surface parking spaces are provided on-site. Due to the planned resource protection area
between Route 66 and the facility, the parking lots will be screened from view by the public. The resource protection area
has a minimum width of 110 feet. Design standards require new development to minimize the number of curb cuts (i.e.
driveways) onto a public street. No new driveways will be required for this project. The existing driveway that leads to the
existing cell tower will be improved for the public works facility and the existing driveway to McAllister Ranch complex
will remain. The portions of the facility that need to be enclosed for security purposes will be surrounded by a 6-foot high
chainlink fence with brown vinyl coating. Internal parking and drive aisle areas that are viewable from the public
“roundabout” area will be screened by a 6-foot high split-face masonry screen wall.

Compatibility and Architectural Design Standards

The administration building is the only building that will be visited by the general public and will be required to meet
architectural design standards. According to the architect, the intent is to construct a visually appealing project for people
entering the City limits. The administration building architecture reflects an early industrial age aesthetic which has a
combination of (split-face) masonry and humble exposed steel overhangs. Decorative masonry cornices will be provided on
parapets. There are also some subtle references to the historic Route 66. The maximum height of this building will be
approximately 22 feet. An abundance of both storefront and operable windows will let in natural light.

Landscaping

A preliminary landscape plan, a copy of which is attached to this report, was prepared and submitted with this application.
The plan has been accepted as meeting the general intent of the parking lot landscaping, public right-of-way landscaping,
open space landscaping, and landscape screening standards found within Section 10-50.60 of the Zoning Code (Page 50.60-
1). A final landscape plan will be reviewed at the time of a grading plan submittal.

Qutdoor Lighting

If the rezoning request is approved, Lighting Zone 1 will be applied to the subject property, which means that it is in close
proximity to the US Naval Observatory. Lighting Zone 1 has the highest level standards in regards to outdoor lighting and
allows for a total of 25,000 lumens per acre for any new development. Outdoor lighting is divided into three classes. Class 1
lighting includes fixtures where color rendition is required and includes areas of outdoor spaces, building entrances, outdoor
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seating and recreational areas; Class 2 lighting includes general illumination for safety and security and Class 3 lighting
includes all decorative or architectural illumination. All outdoor Class 1 and Class 3 lighting, and outdoor Class 2 lighting
located more than 50 feet from any building shall be turned off by 9:00 p.m. in Lighting Zone 1.

The City and design team held several meetings with the dark sky community to help design an outdoor lighting plan that
would only light portions of the site that are being used, and to do so in a manner that significantly reduces lumens. As
mentioned in the General Plan Analysis under Dark Skies Goals and Policies, the project is pursuing a grant to incorporate a
state of the art lighting system that controls the timing and brightness of lighting. An outdoor lighting plan was prepared
(Sheet AS1.1), submitted with the Site Plan and approved as meeting the Flagstaff Zoning Code outdoor lighting standards.
A final plan will be submitted with the building plans to be reviewed again for compliance.

PUBLIC SYSTEMS IMPACT ANALYSIS: See Annexation Report PZ-15-00077 for complete Public Impact Analysis
discussion.

OTHER REQUIREMENTS:

Natural and Cultural Resources

If the annexation, plan amendment and rezoning applications are approved, the subject property will be located within the
Resource Protection Overlay (RPO) zone as defined by Section 10-50.90.020.A of the Zoning Code (Page 50.90-2). The site
includes portions of the 100-year and 500-year floodplain; however, the floodplains in the subject site area are not mapped as
Rural Floodplains according to the Flagstaff Zoning Code. Any increase in surface elevations caused by adding the
proposed development will be mitigated by constructing a detention basin. In addition, the finish floor elevations of any
buildings storing hazardous chemicals will be higher than the 500-year floodplain water surface elevations. The resource
protection plan (Sheet AS1.0) identifies 9342 total tree points on-site. In accordance with Table 10-50.90.060.A of the
Zoning Code (Page 50.90-7), forest resources within the PF zone must be protected at a 30 percent level. The plan proposes
to save 4978 forest tree points, which is 53.28 percent of the total on-site tree points. The only steep slope on site is part of
the small knoll at the southeast corner of the site, which will be preserved. The resource plan is in conformance with the
Zoning Code resource protection standards.

Regarding cultural resources, the Historic Preservation Officer reviewed the concept and site plan as part of the Inter-
Division Staff (IDS) review and noted that an assessment of the signficance and integrity of the ranch is on file with the
Historic Preservation Officer. He stated that the ranch site is signficant and does have integrity. His review concluded that
since plans indicate preservation of the primary McAllister ranch compound by keeping development a fair distance away,
no further Cultural Resource Study work will be warranted if this aspect of the design is maintained.

Citizen Participation

The City hired Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc. (SWI) to act as the applicant to annex and rezone the property as well as
compile and submit concept and site plan packages. The applicant held a neighborhood meeting on Wednesday, January
21, 2015 at 5:00 pm to discuss the annexation, general plan amendment, and rezoning of the properties. SWI led the
meeting with support provided by Johnson Walzer Associates (JWA) and City Public Works staff. Meeting notification
letters were sent to all property owners and homeowner’s associations (HOA) within a 1,200 foot radius. Letters were
also sent to the City’s “Registry of Persons and Groups” as provided by the City. The Citizen Participation Report
(CPR), dated May 5, 2015, is attached to this rezoning packet. The applicant received three letters in response to the
meeting notice requesting information about the project. Fifteen people attended the meeting according to the sign-in
sheet and had questions in regards to the case. Some of the attendees expressed concerns regarding the Annexation or
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Zoning Map Amendment about traffic, cost, noise and lighting. All of the questions and concerns are addressed in Table
1 of the CPR. As of this writing, staff has received one e-mail dated 10/16/15 from a property owner south of the subject
site; the e-mail is attached to the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 Amendment report.

Public hearings before the Planning and Zoning Commission and City Council are conducted in conjunction with
requests for annexation. In accordance with State statute, notice of the public hearing was provided by placing an ad in
the Daily Sun, posting notices on the property, and mailing a notice to all property owners within 1200 feet of the site
(exceeding the required 300-feet distance). The notices were also provided to the County Recorder, County Assessor,
County Community Development Department and the Chair of the Board of Supervisors.

DISCUSSION:

Per Section 10-40.30.060.A.1 of the Zoning Code (pg. 40.30-27), the Public Facility (PF) Zone applies to areas of the City
owned by public or quasi-public agencies. The PF Zone is intended to preserve and encourage the establishment of public
lands and to provide an area within the City for active and passive recreation uses, parks, public open space, government
buildings and facilities, schools and school grounds, quasi-public buildings and facilities, and related uses.

The City currently utilizes the existing public works yard in downtown Flagstaff on Mogollon Street, with the
Parks/Recreation department using the Thorpe Park facilities. The new public works yard will be large enough to
consolidate the two into one location. Employees and equipment accessing the east side of town will utilize 1-40 rather than
travel through town, which will potentially reduce heavy truck traffic through downtown Flagstaff. The current public works
yard will be environmentally remediated. This will promote infill development and reinvestment in an existing
neighborhood and remove the public works facilities from a residential neighborhood.

Staff agrees that the proposed Zoning Map Amendment and new public works facility at the West Route 66 location is
consistent with the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 and the intent of the Zoning Code.

RECOMMENDATION:

As previously stated, if the minor Regional Plan amendment is approved, the rezoning request will comply with the Regional
Plan. Pending approval of the Regional Plan amendment, staff believes that the proposed Zoning Map amendment is in
substantial conformance with the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 and recommends the Planning & Zoning Commission
forward the request to the City Council with a recommendation approving an amendment to the Zoning Map for 48.81 acres
from the Rural Residential (RR) zone to the Public Facility (PF) zone, subject to the following six conditions which will be
included into the zoning map amendment ordinance:

1. The subject property shall be developed in substantial conformance to the Site Plan approved by the Inter-Division
Staff (IDS) on September 9, 2015 and as presented to the Planning and Zoning Commission with this amendment
request except as modified herein.

2. Widen the westbound side of Route 66 to provide 2-lanes in the westbound direction (including a bike lane); the
outside westbound lane will be striped as a right-turn lane and acceleration at the new driveway.

3. Widen the eastbound side of Route 66 as needed to provide the addition of a left-turn lane into the new driveway.
a. The edge improvements will include curb and gutter along the property frontage, up to the existing driveway
serving the McAllister Ranch.
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b. The City is committing to constructing, in the future, the remaining curb and gutter and sidewalk across the
property frontage at such time as the adjacent parcels develop with the same edge improvements.

4. This development will be required to pay a proportional share contribution to a future signal (not currently
warranted) at the intersection of Woody Mountain Road and Route 66.

5. The 18-inch sewer line shall be designed and constructed per the Utilities Engineering Manager’s letter dated
October 21, 2015 attached to this report.

6. An ordinance modifying the zoning code must include an effective date 30 plus days after the annexation
ordinance becomes effective.

ATTACHMENTS

0 Zoning Map Amendment Application

0 Current City of Flagstaff Zoning Map

0 Rezone Exhibit — Existing

0 Rezone Exhibit - Proposed

0 Rezone Legal Description and Maps (2 parcels)

0 Public Hearing Legal Advertisements

o Citizen Participation Report

o0 Citizen Comment Email (attached with annexation report)

o0 Utilities Engineering Manager letter dated October 21, 2015

0 Site Plan Packet:

= Application for Outdoor Lighting Permit

= Demolition Site Plan (includes tree resources) (Sheet AS1.0)

= General Site Plan (Sheet AS1.0)

= Landscape & Lighting Plan (Sheet AS1.1)

= Floor Plans for each building, Elevations for each building

* Route 66 Existing Conditions & Improvements (Sheets CVR, SP01, SP02)



ORDINANCE NO. 2015-21

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE FLAGSTAFF ZONING MAP DESIGNATION
OF APPROXIMATELY 48.81 ACRES OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT
3200 W. ROUTE 66 ON PARCEL NUMBERS 112-01-001D AND 112-
01-002 FROM RURAL RESIDENTIAL (RR) TO PUBLIC FACILITY (PF);
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY, AUTHORITY FOR CLERICAL
CORRECTIONS, AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, the Applicant, City of Flagstaff, has applied for a Zoning Map amendment of
approximately 48.81 acres of real property located within the City of Flagstaff, a legal
description of which is provided in Exhibits “A” and “B,” attached hereto and
incorporated by this reference, from Rural Residential (RR) to Public Facility (PF), for
purposes of developing a public works facility; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the applicant has complied with all application
requirements set forth in Chapter 10-20 of the Flagstaff Zoning Code; and

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission has formally considered the proposed
Zoning Map amendment application, following proper notice and a hearing on October 28,
2015, and with the result that the Planning and Zoning Commission has recommended
approval of the requested Zoning Map amendment application, subject to the following ten
conditions:

1. The subject property shall be developed in substantial conformance to the Site Plan
approved by the Inter-Division Staff (IDS) on September 9, 2015 and as presented to
the Planning and Zoning Commission with this amendment request except as modified
herein.

2. Widen the westbound side of Route 66 to provide 2-lanes in the westbound direction
(including a bike lane); the outside westbound lane will be striped as a right-turn lane
and acceleration at the new driveway.

3. Widen the eastbound side of Route 66 as needed to provide the addition of a left-turn
lane into the new driveway.

a. The edge improvements will include curb and gutter along the property frontage,
up to the existing driveway serving the McAllister Ranch.

b. The City is committing to constructing, in the future, the remaining curb and gutter
and sidewalk across the property frontage at such time as the adjacent parcels
develop with the same edge improvements.

4. The City will be required to pay a proportional share contribution to a future signal
(not currently warranted) at the intersection of Woody Mountain Road and Route 66.
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5. The 18-inch sewer line shall be designed and constructed per the Utilities
Engineering Manager’s letter dated October 21, 2015 attached to this ordinance.

6. An ordinance modifying the zoning code must include an effective date 30 plus days
after the annexation ordinance becomes effective.

7. A written preservation plan for the McAllister Ranch homestead property shall be
prepared and presented to the Planning & Zoning Commission at a future date.

8. The maximum height of buildings within the proposed public works facility shall be 45
feet.

9. The forest resources along Route 66 within parcel 112-01-002 shall be preserved
according to the approved Site Plan.

10. The administration building shall meet or exceed architectural design standards per
the Flagstaff Zoning Code.

WHEREAS, the City Council has read and considered the staff reports prepared by
Current Planning Division staff and has considered the narrative prepared by the Applicant,
and any and all statements made by the Applicant and its representatives or agents at City
Council meetings; and

WHEREAS, staff recommends approval of the Zoning Map amendment application, subject
to the conditions proposed above, and the Council has considered the conditions and has
found them to be appropriate for the site; and

WHEREAS, the Council finds that the proposed Zoning Map amendment with the above
conditions will not be detrimental to the uses of adjoining parcels or to other uses within
the vicinity.

ENACTMENTS:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The foregoing recitals are incorporated as if fully set forth herein.

SECTION 2. The zoning map designation for 48.81 acres of real property located within
the City of Flagstaff, a legal description of which is provided in Exhibits “A” and “B,”
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, is hereby amended to Public Facility
(PF).

SECTION 3. That City staff is hereby authorized to take such other and further measures
and actions as are necessary and appropriate to carry out the terms, provisions and intents
of this Ordinance.
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SECTION 4. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this ordinance
or any part of the code adopted herein by reference is for any reason held to be invalid or
unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.

SECTION 5. The City Clerk is hereby authorized to correct typographical and grammatical
errors, as well as errors of wording and punctuation, as necessary related to this ordinance as
amended herein, and to make formatting changes needed for purposes of clarity and form, or
consistency, within thirty (30) days following adoption by the City Council.

SECTION 6. This Ordinance shall be effective thirty (30) days after the effective date of
Ordinance No. 2015-20.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Flagstaff this day of
, 20
MAYOR
ATTEST:
CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

CITY ATTORNEY



LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 112-01-001D
REZONE Exhibit ‘A’
#14065
9/17/2015

A parcel of land lying within the north half of Section 19, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of the Gila
Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, described as follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of that parcel of land as shown on Instrument #3396969 (R1) and Book
11, Page 19, Official Records of Coconino County, a ¥2” rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321,
from which a %" rebar with aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321” at the southeast corner of said parcel bears
South 00°19'42" West, 1322.85 feet (Basis of Bearing, R1);

Thence along the east line of said parcel, South 00°19'42" West, 341.97 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING;

Thence continuing along said east line, South 00°19'42" West, 980.88 feet to said southeast corner;

Thence along the south line of said parcel, South 89°44'28" West, 649.41 feet to a %2” rebar with
aluminum cap “PE 971 LS 4321”;

Thence continuing along said south line, South 89°44'57" West, 1293.89 feet to a ¥2” rebar with plastic
cap “RLS 182157,

Thence leaving said south line, North 00°00°00” East, 989.46 feet;

Thence North 90°00°00” East, 1948.91 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;
Containing 44.01 acres, more or less.

See exhibit ‘B’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION
APN: 112-01-002
REZONE Exhibit ‘A’
#14065
9/17/2015

A parcel of land lying within the north half of Section 19, Township 21 North, Range 7 East, of the Gila
Salt River Meridian, Coconino County, Arizona, described as follows:

Parcel No. 2, as described in Instrument #3106795, and as shown on Instrument #3542480, Official
Records of Coconino County.

Containing 4.80 acres, more or less.
See exhibit ‘B’ attached hereto and made a part hereof.

This legal description was prepared by Aaron D. Borling, RLS 48756,
on behalf of and at the request of Shephard-Wesnitzer, Inc., Flagstaff, Az.
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14. B.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Brad Hill, Utilities Director

Co-Submitter: Ryan Roberts, Utilities Engineering Manager

Date: 11/10/2015
Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:

Public Hearing and Possible Action: Utilities Rate Study - Council vote regarding Consultant
and Possible Alterations to Path Forward.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Continue Public Hearing - Council vote on three proposed options on how to move forward.

Executive Summary:

This is a continuation of the Public Hearing first opened on October 6, 2015 which was continued on
October 20, 2015. In response to questions and comments from Council and the Public relative to the
Utilities Rate Study, staff proposes two items. First, the consultant Willdan Financial (Willdan) will provide
a brief presentation on the overall rate setting process including what goes into a cost of service

analysis, developing rate structures and where the City Council has discretion (policy) in the rate setting
process. Willdan will also discuss the process undertaken regarding the existing rates that have been in
place since 2010. Second, Council can vote on three proposed options on how to move forward. The
three options are outlined here. Option-1:Stay the present course; Option-2: Slow down the process;
Option-3: Pause and withdraw from the current process. The details and pros v. cons of each option are
discussed below.

Financial Impact:

The Willdan Financial Services contract was originally awarded at $114,380. An additional $35,000 was
authorized to provide additional rate scenarios and public hearing dates for a total contract value of
$149,380. A total of $127,180 has been spent to date.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:

2) Ensure Flagstaff has a long-term water supply for current and future needs.

3) Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient
and effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics.

7) Address key issues and processes related to the implementation of the Regional Plan.

REGIONAL PLAN:

The Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 supports the update and adjustment to City utility rates with the
following goals: Policies are only included where needed to clarify a goal. Goal WR.2 Manage a
coordinated system of water, wastewater and reclaimed water utility service facilities and resources at



the City level and identify funding to pay for new resources. Goal WR.4 logically enhance and extend the
City's public water, wastewater and reclaimed water utility services including their treatment, distribution
and collection systems in both urbanized and newly developed areas of the City to provide an efficient
delivery of services. Goal E.1 increase energy efficiency. E1.4 promote cost effective energy efficient
terminologies and design. Goal U.7 Provide for public services and infrastructure. Goal LU.8 balance
future growth with available water resources. Goal CD.1 Improve the City and County financial systems to
provide for needed infrastructure development and rehabilitation, including maintenance and
enhancement of existing infrastructure. Goal PF.2 Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities
services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient and effective manner to serve all population areas and
demographics.

Previous Council Decision on This:

The City Council adopted a Resolution of Intent to modify water, wastewater, reclaimed water and
stormwater rates at the August 25, 2015 meeting. Additionally, Council opened a Public Hearing on
October 6th, continued the hearing on October 13, 2015 and continued the hearing on October 20, 2015.

Options and Alternatives:
Vote on the options below.

Option 1: Stay the present course
a. Retain Willdan Financial Services (Willdan) to complete the Rate Study and develop their Final

Report.

b. Continue with Willdan's presentation on Capacity Fees at a future meeting.

¢. Wrap up and close the Public Hearing.

d. Council to provide direction on rate structures, etc. (e.g., residential, non-residential or reclaimed
water).

e. Staff will draft an Ordinance for Council's consideration.

e. Proceed to 1st read of an Ordinance adjusting utility rates.

f. Other?
Pros - Keeps the process of considering adjustments to any utility rates on the established timeline.
Maintains adequate funding of each utility fund for their operations, maintenance and replacement.
Cons - General concerns with the process and consultant.

Option 2: Slow down the process
a. Retain Willdan Financial Services (Willdan) to complete the Rate Study and develop their Final

Report.

b. Separate out the Reclaimed Water portion of the Rate Study and meet with Council in a future
Work Session to receive further direction.

c. Continue moving forward with Water, Wastewater, Stormwater and Capacity fees.

d. Continue with Willdan's presentation on Capacity Fees at a future meeting.

e. Wrap up and close the Public Hearing.

e. Council to provide direction on rate structures, etc (e.g., residential, non-residential or reclaimed
water).

e. Staff will draft an Ordinance for Council's consideration.

f. Proceed to 1st read of an Ordinance adjusting utility rates.

g. Staff to provide a presentation on the Water Conservation Program at a future Work Session.

h. Other?
Pros - slows the process down allowing Council and the public more time to provide input and direction
to staff on what to include in a draft Ordinance on any adjustment to rates.
Cons - delays implementation of any adjustment to some or all of the rates.

Option 3: Pause and withdraw from process
a. Stop all work with Willdan Financial Services.

b. Staff to provide a presentation on the Water Conservation Program at a future Work Session.



c. Come back to Council sometime next year in a Work Session to seek input/direction regarding
policy issues to be addressed in a new rate study.

d. Delay implementation of any new utility rates until sometime after January 2017.

e. Other?
Pros - Allows Council and the public more time to provide input and direction to staff on what policy
issues to address in a new rate study.
Cons - Staff will need to identify what capital projects will be deferred.

Community Involvement:

Inform
Consult
Involve
Collaborate
Empower

Attachments: Presentation



Wil

UTILITY RATE STUDY
RATE PRINCIPLES

WILLDAN

Financial Services




OVERVIEW OF RATE STUDY

Dec 2014 - Sep 2015:

June 30, 2015:

July 16, 2015:

August 6, 2015 :

August 25, 2015:

October 6, 13 & 20:

Water Commission & Public Outreach
Staff presented the process

Staff presented need for rate adjustments
Willdan released final Draft Rate Study
Council adopted a Notice of Intent

Public Hearing - Willdan presented Rate

Study, staff responded to questions .



OVERVIEW OF RATE STUDY

e November 17, 2015: Willdan to present Rate Setting Process &
Staff seeking direction on how to proceed
(Staff Summary Options 1, 2 or 3)

e December 8, 2015: Council to provide direction:

Water Rates:

i.  Additional Water Conservation
a. Change in Residential rate structure tiers (0-3500 gallons)
b. Embed additional funding for Conservation (rebates)

ii. Consider adding tiers for Non-Residential

Reclaimed Water:

i.  Keep or change Tiered Rate structure (e.g., Off-Peak)

Change rates by 3%/7% or something else (e.g., flat rate)?
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Rate Setting Process

Revenue Requirements Analysis

Determine revenue needed to  Projects O&M, capital & debt Analyzes reserves, debt
meet utility costs expenses coverage

4

Cost of Service Analysis

Allocates utility costs by function and Assigns revenue required to each
customer demand customer class in proportionate manner

A 4

Rate Design Analysis

Develops rate structure for each customer class

to collect appropriate level of revenues ol g i 0l T




STEP 1 — REVENUE REQUIREMENTS ANALYSIS

Revenue Requirements Analysis

Data: Analysis:
v’ Beginning Balances Development of financial plan which
v’ Operating Revenue / Expenses ensures adequate revenue to fund

operating / capital expenses, maintain
debt service coverage, maintain
sufficient fund balances

v’ Capital Improvement Plan

v Outstanding Debt
v'Management Goals / Policies
v Other Assumptions




STEP 2 — COST OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

Cost of Service Analysis

Data: Analysis:

v Operating Revenue / Expenses Development of analysis which

v CIP (Expansion vs R&R) assigns net costs to functional /
> customer cost components to ensure

v'System / Operating Metrics equity among customer classes.

v’ Customer Billing Data
v'Fixed Asset Data




WATER COST OF SERVICE PROCESS

Service-specific Classifications

Water Classifications

Base Peak
Demand Demand

Customer
Related
Class

mo|4
98esany
MO|{ead

By Customer Class




Allocation of Required Water Rate Revenue

Fire Protection

Meters & Services 8.9% Base Water
7.7% — Demand
41.1%
Customer
Accounts_—

6.0%

Max Day (Peak)
Water Demand
36.3%

2010 Willdan Rate Study



Water Demand Breakdown

Customer Class

Base Water Demand | Peak Water Demand

Allocation %

Allocation %

Single Family Residential
Commercial/Schools

Lawn Meters

Manufacturing

Northern Arizona University
Multi-Family Residential

Standpipes

35.65%

25.31%

3.42%

4.16%

9.12%

21.24%

1.10%

39.97%

23.20%

6.30%

3.70%

8.67%

17.04%

1.13%

2010 Willdan Rate Study



SEWER COST OF SERVICE PROCESS

Service-specific Classifications

Sewer Classifications

Customer
Related
Class

Capacity Strength
Class Class

salsidldRIRY)
yiduans
siiig / Si91vIN

By Customer Class




Wastewater Cost Allocation

Customer
9.3% \

Suspended Solids
14.4%




Wastewater Flow Characteristics

Strength Strength
m [0) 0, JAN
S S0 e

Residential
Single and Multi-Family 58.6% 200 175 91 51%

Non-Residential
Car Washes 0.7% 20 150 0.07%
Laundromats 0.9% 150 110 0.02%
Commercial 13.9% 200 175 6.87%
Hotels & Motels 9.2% 500 600 0.57%
Restaurants 3.7% 1,000 600 0.71%
Industrial Laundries 0.9% 670 680 0.01%
Manufacturing 5.1% 200 175 0.18%
Pet Food Manufacturers 0.3% 1,800 1,100 0.01%
Soft Drink Bottling 0.2% 1,800 400 0.01%
Ice Cream Cone Mfg 0.1% 2,600 160 0.01%
Northern Arizona University 6.3% 250 175 0.03%

WILLDAN

Financial Services



RECLAIMED WATER COST OF SERVICE PROCESS

Service-specific Classifications

Reclaimed Water Classifications

Since 1993, by Policy a percentage of
Potable Water Rates




Historical Context on Current Rates

e Current rate structure is legacy from 1980’s & 1990s

e 1985 Created Reclaimed Water Rate

e 1990 Water Rate Structure modified:
— Began use of customer classes
— Added tier blocks rates for Residential water customers

e 1993 Reclaimed Water Rate Structure modified/Water Rates:
— Rates based on percentage of potable water rates (75%)

e 1995 Reclaimed Water Rate Structure modified:
— Added On-Peak/Off-Peak (High Volume) customer class

— Declining block rates for Off-Peak users !




Historical Context on Current Rates

e 2002 Created 3 Reclaimed Water Agreements

(Reimbursement, Conversion & Reclaimed Water)

— Rates established at 35% / 75% depending upon Agreement and cost
recovery

e 2006 Modified Water Rates & Structure (Reclaimed Rates)

e 2010 Water Rate Structure modified:

— Lower residential tiered rates levels
— Separated energy costs (Energy Surcharge added)

— Began to eliminate Reclaimed Water declining block rate
(from 4 Tiers to 2 Tiers)




Basis for Current Recommendations

e Rates designed to reflect true cost of service, be fair and
equitable

e Rate designs to be reflective of Council Goals, Utility
financial needs and public purpose

e Discussed and recommended by Water Commission

e Commission provided input and refinement of alternatives
for presentation to Council

e Awaiting Council input and direction

—al




Non Residential Rates

e |f Council wants to consider Non-Residential rates, then

e Rates need to account for equity and fairness:
— Customers not homogeneous in usage or in ability to conserve water
— Consideration given to economic impact on businesses’

— Can be more intensive to develop, implement and administer

* Depending on complexity of structure

e Based on available data —i.e. are different customers tracked with
enough detail to develop tiered rates - how detailed are customer classes

— Significant policy input to development of tiers

— Meter equivalency simplest defensible structure where detail unavailable

— Compare & evaluate Arizona cities that have Non-Residential rates

Conduct additional public stakeholder outreach




Council Decision Points

e Whether City implements tiered rates for Non-Residential
customers is a policy decision

e Council guidelines and considerations for rate making

— Amount of revenue recovered from classes of customers must be
cost of service based

— Structure of rates within classes influenced by policy

— Council provides input on whether to have tiered rates, and some
input on structure of tiers

— Usage and cost of service provide guidance for tiered rates
— Council constraints

e Customer classes must be based on cost of service principles

e Rates must be fair and equitable, not arbitrary or punitive




Wrap Up and Summary

 Overview of Rate Study process

e Cost of Service analysis and influence on rates

— Revenue recovery from customer classes
e How we got here and current recommendations
 Non-Residential tiered rates

e Policy influence and decision points

— Non-Residential tiered rates

— Residential rate & tier changes I
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Option 1 — Stay the Present Course

— Retain Willdan Financial Services to complete Rate Study

— Continue with Willdan’s presentation on Capacity Fees on at a
future meeting

— Wrap up and close Public Hearing

— Council to provide staff direction (conservation, non-Residential and
Reclaimed water)

— Staff will come back to Council with an Ordinance for
consideration

— Other?

— Pros: keeps the process moving forward, maintains adequate
funding of Utilities OM&R

ons: there is a general concern with the process & consu‘




Option 2 — Slow Down the Process

Retain Willdan Financial Services to complete Rate Study

Separate Reclaimed Water, Water Conservation (other?), meet with Council in
future Work Session

Continue with Sewer, Stormwater & Capacity Fees

Willdan to present Capacity Fees presentation at a future meeting
Wrap up and close Public Hearing

Council provide staff direction

Staff come back to Council with Ordinance at future date

Other?

Pros: slows process down, allowing more time for Council & Public input and
direction to staff

Cons: delays implementation of adjustments to rates, cost




Option 3 — Pause & Withdraw from Process

— Stop work with Willdan Financial Services

— Staff to provide presentation on Water Conservation Program at
future date, in preparation for upcoming budget process

— Staff to come back to Council at some date next year for Work
Session to seek input/direction regarding policy issues to be
addressed in a new Rate Study

— Delay implementation of any new utility rates until sometime
after December 2016

— Pros: allows more time for Council & Public input and direction
to staff on what policy issues to be addressed

Cons: staff will need to identify capital projects to be deferred,
cost and lost revenue opportunity A




December 8 2015

e Council to provide direction:

Water Rates:

i.  Additional Water Conservation
a. Change in Residential rate structure tiers (0-3500 gallons)
b. Embed additional funding for Conservation (rebates)

ii. Consider adding tiers for Non-Residential

Reclaimed Water:

i. Keep or change Tiered Rate structure (e.g., Off-Peak)
ii. Change rates by 3%/7% or something else (e.g., flat rate)?

e Schedule Capacity fee presentation

e Continuing working with Public to understand, address questions
and concerns
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City of Flagstaff
Proposed Additional Water Rate Funding
New 5-Year Capital Improvement Projects
Fiscal Years 2016-2020

Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget
Project FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 FY2020 Total
30
Aging Water Infrastructure Replacement-2 Mile $800,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $4,400,000
Annual Meter Replacement-15 yr cycle $100,000 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000 $280,000
Water Vault/PRV Replacement Program $150,000 $150,000 $150,000 £150,000 600,000
Rio de Flag Waterline Relocations $500,000 550,000 $293,000 £843,000
Lake Mary WTP Land Acquisition from FS $1,400,000 $1,400,000
LM WTP - Electrical Svc Upgrade $0
Water System Master Plan $150,000 £150,000
Switzer Canyon/RFP Transmiszion WL $150,000 $1,000,000 $150,000 5150,000 $1,450,000
Rate Study $0
Vehicle Equipment Storage
Railroad Springs # 1 Tank Rehabilitation $100,000 $100,000
New Well and Pumphouse
AWIR-Leroux Street Walterline/Sewerline
WTP Security and SCADA Improvements
LM Raw Water Pump Station §0
LM WTP - Sedimentation Basins $1,000,000 $1,200,000  $1,200,000 $3,400,000
LM WTP - Flocculation Basins $640,000 $640,000 $1,280,000
Fox Glenn Well Energy Efficiency Upgrade $137,500 137,500
WM Clarifier $134,000 $536,000 $670,000
Meter Replacement-Catch up $450,000 $450,000 $900,000
AMR Meter Fixed Metwork $350,000 $350,000
Additional Water Capital included in Rate Study $0 $5,540,000 $4,850,000 $3,181,500 $2,388000 § 14,710,500

Recommended additions to CIP from condition assessment evaluations-Master Plan NCS Engineering Oct 2014




City of Flagstaff
Proposed Additional Sewer Rate Funding
New 5-Year Capital Improvement Projects
Fiscal Years 2016-2020

Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget
Project FY2016 FY2017 FY2018 FY2019 FY2020 Total
Westside Interceptor Improvements %o
Sewer System Master Plan $0
Rio WRP-UV System Replacement §0
WWTP Energy Efficiency Program §0
Wildcat Septage and Grease Station $0
Wildcat Primary Pump Stations 30
Wildeat WWTP-Micro Carbon Feed Addition 50
Aging Sewer Infrastructure Replacement $931,400 $100,000 $568,000 $400,000 $400,000 52 300 400
Flagstaff Interceptor Replacements $1,000,000 51,000,000 51,000,000 53,000,000
Rio Flood Control Project-Sewer Relocations $200,000 $200,000
Rio Facility Improvements $175,000
Rio Plant backup Generator $400,000
Wildeat WWTP-Develop Solids Handling Plan $390,000 $380,000
Wildeat ‘._"h"WTP—I_‘lepair Digester #2, Cover, and piping $200.000
and coating repairs per inspection. ' $200,000
Wildcat WWTP-Permanent Solids Handling Disposal $1,417,000 $2,303,600 $2,037,800 $5.758 400
Wildcat WWTP- Third Digester $3,500,000 $3,500,000
Sewer Emergency Reserve \ $0

“

Additional Sewer Capital included in Rate Study $931,400 $490,000 $3,185,000 $4 278,600 $7,137,800™~ $15,447,800

Recommended additions to CIP from condition assessment evaluations-Master Plan Brown & Caldwell Engineering Oct 2014




City of Flagstaff
Proposed Additional Reclaim Water Rate Funding

New 5-Year Capital Improvement Projects
Fiscal Years 2016-2020

Budget Budget Budget Budget Budget

Project FY2016 FY2017  FY2018 FY2019 FY2020 Total
Reclaim System Improvement-8" Bottleneck $ - % $ 700,000 $ 700,000 $ - § 1,400,000
Juniper Point 12' Reclaim Line Connection 9 - % - % - % - 5 - $ -
Rate Study-RW portion $ - $ 7,000 $ 7,000
Reclaim Master Plan $ - $ 12,500 § 12,500
Additional Reclaim Water Capital included in Rate Stud $ - % - $ 700,000 $ 700,000 $ 19,500 §$ 1,419,500

Recommended additions to CIP from condition assessment evaluations-Master Plan Woodson Engineering Oct 2014




15. A.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Tiffany Antol, Planning Development Manager
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date: 11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Approval of Preliminary Plat: Request from Mogollon Engineering and Surveying
Inc., on behalf of True Life Communities PCAZ, for the subdivision of approximately 19.20 acres into

32-single-family residential lots located at 2705 E. Telluride Drive, within the Single-Family Residential
(R1) Zone.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

The Planning and Zoning Commission recommends that the City Council approve

the preliminary plat with one condition: 1. LID and detention is required for all lots in the subdivision
including lots 1-14 and lot 32. A revised engineering report to address this requirement shall be
provided with the civil plan submittal.

Executive Summary:

This is a request for preliminary plat approval for 32-single family lots of an undeveloped tract within the
larger Pine Canyon Development.

Financial Impact:
No financial liabilities are anticipated by the approval of this Preliminary Plat.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:

COUNCIL GOALS:
Provide sustainable and equitable public facilities, services, and infrastructure systems in an efficient and
effective manner to serve all population areas and demographics

REGIONAL PLAN:
Goal LU.13. Increase the variety of housing options and expand opportunities for employment and
neighborhood shopping within all suburban neighborhoods.

Goal NH.1. Foster and maintain healthy and diverse urban, suburban, and rural neighborhoods in the
Flagstaff region.

Goal NH.3. Make available a variety of housing types at different price points, to provide housing
opportunity for all economic sectors.

Has There Been Previous Council Decision on This:



The Pine Canyon development was approved by Council through a rezoning (Ordinance No. 2000-11)
and development agreement in June of 2000.

A revised development agreement was approved in January of 2007 to resolve disputes between the
Developer of Pine Canyon and the City of Flagstaff with respect to the Rezoning Ordinance. This
agreement stipulates that the Developer may, at its option, abandon the third entrance to Pine Canyon,
providing the main entrance and the clubhouse entrance remain open and available for ingress and
egress to the public.

In October of 2013, the City Council approved an agreement with the Developer that committed the City
to erect and maintain a directional sign at the intersection of Lake Mary Road and John Wesley Powell
Boulevard, committed staff support to amend the rezoning ordinance to modify the gated provision during
night time, and extended the developers transportation improvement contribution. In May of 2014, the
City Council approved a modification to Ordinance No. 2000-11 to modify Condition #8 which stated
"That all private roads within the development remain open to the public and never be gated" to "All
streets within Pine Canyon shall remain open to the public, without the use of a gate, from sunrise to
sunset. Any means to restrict access to the streets of Pine Canyon may only be utilized from sunset to
sunrise and never restrict emergency access."

Options and Alternatives:

1. Approve the Preliminary Plat, as recommended by the Planning and Zoning Commission.

2. Approve the Preliminary Plat with new, modified or no conditions.

3. Deny the Preliminary Plat based on non-compliance with the Zoning Code, the Subdivision Code,
and/or the Engineering Design Standards and Specifications for New Infrastructure.

Background/History:

In 1987, the City of Flagstaff annexed 445 acres of land into the city limits in conjunction with a 752-acre
development known as Fairway Peaks. After development approvals lapsed for this project a new case
was brought forward in 2000 for what is today Pine Canyon. In June of 2000, the City Council approved
a rezoning request and development agreement allowing the development of Pine Canyon, which
includes a mixture of condominium, estate twin houses (duplex units), estate homes, clubhouse and
recreational facilities, maintenance and storage facilities, and an 18-hole private golf course with
accessory facilities, located on approximately 660 acres.

All development, including all subdivision plats, within the property known as Pine Canyon are subject to
the requirements of the City's Zoning Code, Subdivision Code and Engineering standards as well as the
ordinance rezoning the property to its current zoning categories and subsequent agreements. The
proposed Preliminary Plat meets the requirements of the Zoning Code (City Code Title 10), the
Subdivision Code (City Code Title 11), and the Engineering Design Standards and Specifications for New
Infrastructure (City Code Title 13). The preliminary plat was reviewed and approved by the Inter-Division
Staff on October 5, 2015.

Community Involvement:

Inform. The existing zoning of the Subject Property allows for the proposed subdivision. No public
hearings or public outreach are required by either the Zoning Code or the Subdivision Regulations
as part of the preliminary subdivision plat review process.

Attachments: P&Z Commission Staff Report
Preliminary Plat Page 1
Preliminary Plat Page 2
Preliminary Plat Page 3



Preliminary Plat Page 4
Preliminary Plat Page 5



PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES REPORT
PRELIMINARY PLAT

PSPR2015-0010 DATE: October 5, 2015
MEETING DATE: October 28, 2015
REPORT BY: Tiffany Antol, AICP
REQUEST:

A request for Preliminary Plat approval for Coconino Ridge at Pine Canyon located at 2705 E. Telluride Drive
located in the R1, Single-family Residential Zone.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the preliminary plat to the City Council with a
recommendation for conditional approval.

PRESENT LAND USE:

The subject site is vacant located within the northeastern corner of the larger Pine Canyon development, which
encompasses 660-acres. Pine Canyon includes an eighteen-hole golf course, which occupies approximately 215
acres, a 31,000 square foot clubhouse, 488 single-family lots, and 60 condominiums.

PROPOSED LAND USE:

Coconino Ridge at Pine Canyon subdivision, consisting of 32 single-family lots located on 19.20 acres.

NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT:

North: John Wesley Powell Blvd, RR and MH Zone
South: Deer Creek Crossing Unit One, R1 Zone
East: USDA Forest Service, PF and RR Zone
West: Deer Creek Crossing Unit One, R1 Zone.

REQUIRED FINDINGS:

The Planning and Zoning Commission shall find the proposed preliminary plat meets the requirements of the
City Code Title 10, Flagstaff Zoning Code; City Code Title 11, General Plans and Subdivisions; and City Code
Title 13, Engineering Design Standards and Specifications.

STAFF REVIEW:

Introduction

In June of 2000, the City Council approved a rezoning request and development agreement allowing the
development of Pine Canyon, which includes a mixture of condominium, estate twin houses (duplex units),
estate homes, clubhouse and recreational facilities, maintenance and storage facilities, and an 18-hole private
golf course with accessory facilities, located on approximately 660 acres. The primary entrance to Pine Canyon
is located at the intersection of Lone Tree Road and John Wesley Powell Blvd.



PSPR2015-0010
October 28, 2015

The applicant, Mogollon Engineering, representing True Life Communities PCAZ, is seeking preliminary plat
approval for a 32-lot single-family residential subdivision within the larger Pine Canyon development. New
infrastructure will need to be provided for the project including a new roadway (Pinyon Jay Drive) and new 8”
water and sewer lines. The proposed lots have been reviewed for compliance with the R1 Zoning district
standards as well as conformance with the Resource Protection overlay.

Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030

The current land use designation for the site is Suburban - Existing. The proposal of 32 lots conforms to the
Suburban Land Use Designation, as well as the development agreement between the City of Flagstaff and Pine
Canyon.

ZONING REQUIREMENTS

The property is zoned R1, Single-family Residential. The proposed development of 32 single-family lots is
within the density required by the Flagstaff Zoning Code (Section 10-40.30.030). The R1 density requirement
is 2-5 units per acre within the Resource Protection Overlay; the proposed gross density is 2 units per acre and
the proposed net density is 5 units per acre. Single-family is a permitted use in the R1 zone.

The lots within Coconino Ridge at Pine Canyon Subdivision comply with the detached single-family
performance standards and property developmetn standards of the R1 zone.

The preliminary plat was reviewed and approved by the Inter-Division Staff on October 5, 2015.

Natural Resources

The subject property is located within the Resource Protection Overlay. A Resource Protection plan was
provided in conjunction with this preliminary plat. Resources on the site include moderate slopes and forest.
The resource protection plan submitted with the Preliminary Plat application indicated that the minimum
protection standards would be met.

RESOURCE PROTECTION LAND IN THE R1 ZONE
COCONINO RIDGE AT PINE CANYON

RESOURCE TOTAL ACRES REQUIRED PROTECTION PROTECTED LEVEL &
LEVEL & ACRES PROTECTED ACRES
Rural Floodplain None - --
Slope 70% 94%
17-24.9% 2.51 1.76 2.35
Slope 80% 98%
25% -34.9% 1.32 1.05 1.29
Slope
35%+ None -- --
50% *50.7%
Forest Resource 15.37 7.68 7.79

*It must be noted that the developer credited approximately .85 acres of excess slope to meet the minimum
forest resource protection thresholds. The above calculations show that resources will be protected above the
minimum resource protection thresholds.

-2-




PSPR2015-0010
October 28, 2015

SYSTEMS ANALYSIS:

Access and Traffic

A Traffic Impact Analysis was prepared and approved for the entire Pine Canyon master planned community.
Improved access to the development is provided by John Wesley Powel (JWP) Blvd from Lake Mary Road, and
by the extension of Lone Tree Road from the intersection of Lone Tree Road and Zuni Drive to the new
intersection of JWP Blvd. All interior streets within Pine Canyon are private and maintained by the
Homeowner’s Association.

A private looped street named Clubhouse Circle provides access throughout Pine Canyon. E. Telluride Drive
provides direct access to the subject site from Clubhouse Circle. The street design within the subdivision
consists of a cul-de-sac street named Pinyon Jay Drive. The cross section of the private streets provides a 27-
foot wide street section with rolled curb and gutter on both sides and a five-foot wide tail on both sides of the
street.

Water and Wastewater

The proposed development is serviced by a Zone B water pressure system. All of the proposed water mains
will be public. The developer has already extended a twenty (20) inch transmission main within the alignment
of JWP Blvd from Lake Mary Road into Pine Canyon. A sixteen (16) inch looped water main has been
constructed within the alignment of Clubhouse Circle. A new eight (8) inch water line will be extended from
Telluride Drive into the subdivision to provide water service.

Eight-inch public sewer lines have been constructed beneath the public and private streets. These public mains
flow by gravity into a private lift station. This private lift station transfers the wastewater through a force main
north into a public gravity sewer line. All maintenance associated with the private force mains and lift station is
the responsibility of the developer/Homeowner Association. A new eight (8) inch sewer line will be extended
from Telluride Drive into the subdivision to provide service.

Stormwater

A Stormwater Analysis was completed for the entire Pine Canyon development and was accepted by the
Stormwater Manager. The development was required to provide subregional on-site detention in the golf course
ponds that serve as a dual purpose for storage of irrigation water and stormwater detention. Development of the
first phase and golf course constructed this system.

Parks, Open Space, Pedestrian, and Bicycle Facilities

As part of the overall Pine Canyon development, a 10-foot-wide paved FUTS trail from the intersection of
existing Lone Tree Road to the intersection of JWP Blvd along the north side of the extension of Lone Tree
Road to the intersection of Zuni was completed. A 10-foot-wide paved FUTS trail was also constructed from
the intersection of Lake Mary Road on the east side of JWP Blvd to the Lone Tree intersection. An extension of
the trail was constructed from the intersection of existing Lone Tree/JWP eastward along the south side of JWP
towards the proposed third entrance to Pine Canyon where the FUTS penetrates into the Pine Canyon
development and extends to Fisher Point. This portion of the FUTS trail runs along the western side of the
proposed subdivision but is located within the Deer Creek Crossing Subdivision.



PSPR2015-0010
October 28, 2015

Other Discussion

Previously, disputes between the developers of Pine Canyon and the City of Flagstaff occurred with respect to
the Rezoning Ordinance, in regards to the maintenance of public access the Pine Canyon Community. These
disputes resulted in the filing of a lawsuit by the City and a counterclaim by the Developer. To resolve these
disputes and the lawsuit, the parties agreed to make certain adjustments, amendments, and clarifications to the
Original Agreement for their mutual benefit. A revised Development Agreement was approved in January
2007. This agreement stipulates that the Developer may, at its option, abandon the third entrance to Pine
Canyon shown on conceptual plans to be located off John Wesley Powell Boulevard near the northeast corner
of Pine Canyon, providing that the main entrance and the clubhouse entrance remain open and available for
ingress and egress to the public. The Developer is pursuing the abandonment of the third entrance with this plat
as shown on lot 32. In October of 2013, the City Council approved an agreement with the applicant that commits
the City to erect and maintain a directional sign at the intersection of Lake Mary Road and John Wesley Powell,
staff support to amend the rezoning ordinance to modify the gated provision during night time and extends the
developers transportation improvement contribution.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the Preliminary Plat to the City Council with a
recommendation for approval with the following condition:

1. LID and detention is required for all lots in the subdivision including lots 1-14 and lot 32. A revised
engineering report to address this requirement shall be provided with the civil plan submittal.

ATTACHMENTS:

= Application
= Preliminary Plat (5 sheets, 24x36”)
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ADFQUATE WATER SUFPPLY

THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF PROVIDES WATER (UTILITY) SERVICE PURSUANT TO
STATE LAW AND 1S CURRENTLY OPERATING UNDER A DESIGNATION OF
ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY GRANTED BY THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF
WATER RESOURCES, APPLICATION No. 41-900002.0002.

THIS ADEQUATE WATER SUPPLY NOTE HAS BEEN ADDED TO THIS FINAL PLAT
AS A REQUIREMENT OF THE CITY OF FLAGSTAFF. MOGOLLON ENGINEERING

and SURVEYING, INC. DOES NOT GUARANTEE,

RRANTEE OR CERTIFY AN

INFORMATION IN THIS APPLICATION No. 41-800002.0002.
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AT PINE CANYON - PRELIMINARY PLAT
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411 W. Santa Fe Avenue
Flagstaff, Arizona 8600I

g e
EYING # PR
e

COF COMMENTS, 32 LOTS

D:

AN

\VERT SCALE: N/A

MES# 13076
o

GRADING € UTILITIES

Phone: 928-214-0214

/

\HOR SCALE: 1'=80'

COF PROJECT #N/A

\DRANN BY:

"N CHECKED B



D

/

C
)

Py

-
10/02/15
MES# 13076, /

ENGINEERING B8 e
&URVETNG® LT T

COCONINQO RIDGE

s N‘og °I I on

~
-q
AT PINE CANYON |
: >
/ 88 § Bi NE. N/ &I N R _JI ¥ .
B ES
i 0
A 32 LOT SUBDIVISION QE%
| X
iy ),§
A SUBDIVISION OF TRACT 3F Al % o &
<
OF DEER CREEK CROSSING UNIT ONE AT PINE CANYON =<2
. A )
INSTRUMENT No. 3450516, RECORDS OF COCONINO COUNTY c:gﬂn«: 8 N Q
N ATEMN IN 2NDTINNS NAE o a7V Es) o rz Gl =
LOCATED IN PORTIONS OF SECTION 27 & 24, 3T
. I 1~ 18 /A4 RN - 2 a o~ dn -~ o~ g x !ﬂe
TOWNSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE 7 EAST, G&S.R.M. g7 | W
FLAGSTAFF, COCONINO COUNTY, ARIZONA i o
o ~
- s <
D A. ” | o« U "gx g';ﬁ‘f;z{:g .
- UST @ég’y’i{jg ?{jggfﬁi i
5T o ,
FORE o
\ ALUW@Q/CAP _ _ NOQ"37°26"W _ - - — — - e |
\ NO1°22'39"W — _ — - - - ———= == == - T 995.59’
_— - - —— - - - T 1072.05
LN
1
\\\ N i %J!“o
N \ afS
\ \ \\ gl:
\\ \ \\ : (f);
\ 2
\\ \\\ ft}( \\i(%‘@ ’ Ee o=
A OO j@;o: | f m oy 2 X
\ O ION c / EZZ o9¥ N
%-7> ] ey >90
N ™~ i > (TN <]: 1
> 6)\ | WS oy
\ O' N ST Z D’i Q_) % —
. >< S | / == 5 N
AN \5\0, ™ < \ ] e N G - D
se N\ ' @ 3¢
N O@\/\% \ R=678.00" .W\\Sb / ] O«
N <(\\'\ Q/\\ Y L=42.57" =~ .7(5”0 ; ] _g 8
\ ((\5} ~ oV D=03"35'52" ’%ﬁ% ] KGNSS
D N S — 4 S A S OF- o L
N XSS N 1=21.29 N\__S0108'29"W 2% =50
N DO % s, Py 114.60° ﬂ%& | e AL
\ >( 'C%X S48'36'19"E SHNES EXE | 51"
o« % e 2 N %'{é ;0‘,\? e |
\< \ 0N, R=25.00" A e S, | |
S R=25.00"-3 7\’-9 O'NZ | =41.771 \ $21°39°42"W N1 ’1
D=89'57'18" >3 T=27.57" 2%, o S00°06°37°E gned JAZ
SN, T=24.98 ¢ o, | 164.50" T =2 e ST 350 / \ \4.%N A
\58 5%, ' | 149.53 ==28'18 I Dol /
S3 :3?’31 "W ‘g) ./\.6 55!;\{6 7@~E\’&£04’ N 1 Expires on 3/31/1% y
5258 >\"’/Q’ nrEK Rg; 92. 970’7"°-w ~——20303 48"W S00"18'32"W 1
R:\{ZOZ.,OO — R P\ O’;mg | 7£.99 ZOE'ETT—“—"'—— — o e
D=020232" ‘ AT PINE 2R
T=22.49 \\ AT ONE i
PROJECT INFORMATION AN “ | |n;“‘§
\ ™\ g
. ™ - 31S 0
PROJECT NAME:  COCONINO RIDGE AT PINE CANYON N N NG = |el8
PROJECT LOCATION:  ADDRESS NOT AVAILABLE PER \ AN | v CRY a |9«
COCONING COUNTY GIS | N N | R ggwf T ON’E ; § N3l
LATITUDE: N 35°09' 56" N \\ - DE U‘h;{i? b ?‘T o 118E
A \f ',;/x ‘;'5 i &
LONGITUDE: W 111° 37 52" \\\ N\ | , AT ZoNE L ELE
APN NUMBER:  105-22-044 N\ \\ S 7y . |
NUMBER OF LOTS: 32 \\\ \ | al "
GROSS ACREAGE:  19.20x R | 5
GROSS DENSITY: 167 UNITS/ACRE NN %
NET ACREAGE:  6.363= (AREA WITHIN SETBACKS) —1 |3
NET DENSITY: 5.1 UNITS/ACRE <=
N fu
CURRENT ZONING DISTRICT:  R-1 K
a1Q 29
CURRENT USE:  VACANT LAND g|8|9%
REGIONAL PLAN DESIGNATION: ~ SUBURBAN - EXISTING me | |5 |55 7'
g9 o
PROPOSED USE:  SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED Egi MF: />/
OWNER/DEVELOPER:  TLC PC LAND INVESTORS, LLC | Di ol =
1201 E. JOHN WESLEY POWELL BLYD. T i i 6 | -
FLAGSTAFF, ARIZONA 86001 N & &a = mﬁ i
(925-824-4300) AN 4 |8
{ AIN maeE
s E I E EJ
sl EEEAES
~~ o ;‘; g o) /
SHEET NO. 5|8V




0 N
= O |
NS
N
i-:e} 9\ l({).l
emmings NOL*22/39"W NO1°22/39"W NO1°22/39°W NOG 37°267W - g2 O r
enInQH e 397\ N01°22/39"W NUiE_E? W o iy ’ 647 2“35
NO1* 22/ 39°W NO1°22'39"W NO1°22’39"W No1ee 397W le_% = 000" 120.66' 120.66' ‘ leo.e6 o 04 o 0
« —_ —— 50.66" 120.66’ ! 120.66 : ) I
181.42" : o —
l ] [ 2
t ‘ - < <
| l . Y Ny
\ l | | i | 1 | Al o2
\ | | | . . > > > | i YN
| b ul Jw LOT 23 vly 1072 e LO7 27 Qe > M Al g™
LOT 28 | | JOT 25 5 LOT 24 Gl % 8l SE or2z 5| 31 LOT 20 ol; L LIESED
L Z = NN 17,024 sa.ft =19 o 16,788 sa.ft. ~¢ <19 il >\
26,274 sq.%. Bl S . I 5|3 ola @ oly | = 16,541 o4.1¢. 1 he A &= 18,130 sq.. AR /s 2
’ : o\ 10727 Sl LOT 26 e 17759 sa.fi & |- 16,846 sq.1t. ool & % @ ] 7 21 / el oy o3 2
o\ N ol L 2l ¢ | | | g 1 INE
\ %é\ 17,823 gq'ﬁ/_’ ™ o 15,006 5g.17. Q| | ‘ 3y ‘ ! ‘ ! ! Q n_ (TN}
2 2 7 1 1 l | M
\ & | | Q| | | (TN
| ‘ R =
\ | | 2 | 120,69 00296 1o 052, by s |4k SR
\ l 00" ¥ 19=Y : > L=85.98 R=1562.00 9c8r=1 AoTh Lo 00°9 O YHISgZ2 R
N £6°901="] 03452 LSS_?’BO,\ R=1562.00 A1v.81.20S M.1+,81.20S ‘—'Z-.il?f:‘;&! » “‘Klr;- B S .
L6 90 £0 0= R=378.00 ‘ ST —— 0 Ine %
\ - — o 90-9¢, 2 £ W
—— 6501 —— T STy Qi =3
AN N 3.5%,5p, gy —21e _ - , . L=107.75" 00815 1=y Lv22 ezec . T ! & s
N "£ON — L=89.27’ o L =62.09 R=1515.00 06°LL=T  M,15.8L.2DS A 2oLty T 2 T
\ \ “D“ o \07.051 =500 OO_O @.QQO 5 R=15‘!8~00 «1¥,81.208 617 =3 ~ 5 < i
. ~ T = ' “ONG Mo ALY \\ l 8
\ ~— /98'091' RAL} 76.?' ~ /Rﬁ’ i { o *\/O:'/ L:’—"7. OO\} ‘;:;fi‘;l;_' n-zh
Teeraa— TR = ¥ || w2 |
\ N <, 2b, 30N - p /\ ’6:)/8 \ LN 7\ el hi““
o) il
N \ HAH Yy o "(5;,8 ‘ l i \ \ e
. N TRACT / \ | S 7T B ‘\ | | \
N N OPEN SPACE AL \ i els o SR w u ‘ |
N \\ PECE NG N X \ > LY N Y LOT7 i LOT2 Sl \
4 p B -~ w0
\ N L (211288 | Yl | BazOsq B\ ol LOT 3 z| \
N N\ S = 2\ LOT 30 N / 018 16,918 sq.ft. | @ o\
| N > o\T “\% 707 27 1l i i b 20,557 sq.ft IS
AL r~i— LN Si Fi NS @ < ’ oq.1. |5 107.5
\\ D\, 14572 sq.ft. B w 9/ Z“ z L |2
~ W\ ‘ 14756 sq ft. I ~ ' | Sy LO7T 4 l g 17539 &
N LOT 29 z [ >~ \ | 01 ) s
\ | Ld b, 2| 27,046 sq.ft.  _\ )
\ N 20,979 zq.1t M ANLE ~had > \
\ s q' d \ 0/8 4 %) ?{)\\ ;
! Sey foc Ol Beaas
5 ~ 3 @y o8y
rrco NO2° 42718 W Jn 6486 ® £Z 93 N
AN N Nope42 18w | NoBT4cTE & AL Al e 2009
c N, ey 76,58’ M.62,80.10S L \ it =5
N N | 76.65 | LT S X
RN % \ \\ ‘ \ <Er1g S )
7 5 \ - 2% s 4
P vV N\ $lS s \ TEST p s
N Lr \. VAN o & o
~ gy N /'Y o, p ©olQ N S 0
rb ~ B <N C
A/ \ (6 AN 2/ LD OG- N y zﬁ 0
TL7 NS » ] 4 Mt N L
> . s Y. T 2SN \ N =30
> ~ > JQ{ e[e (j) ——
~N ( 2 = Q w Iy i
PN “ \  F3 /
s
<, ING™
Lo « CROS -
Q \ - CREETE}‘ F \/96'00[
- 5 51'1} T~
N / DEEE U@{imﬁ\mvg e
/,I [;Xfi ZONE 1
Right—of—Way y
To be abandoned /
2,465 sq. ft. A4
N W i
L i
\\ |
mne
AN e
-§g -
~ B4 |98
N & |3
e ilsim
= el
M&; Gl &
A | L
/’E}?“ L | X
}M 313
& Hisl s
REAR LOT LINE OR G.U.E.—_ | " 8’ SIDE SETBACK | i S R ]
(GOLF UTILITARIAN ! Tl 12 I
PREI INMINARY PJ A pann o s o ge 2 i 1LV%
ON PLAT. W Q MAX Z O Q E ' >
FPRELIMINARY FLA | gp p ot L B Ll | SELL
Qo * Xz \6 3
FOR 15’ EXTERIOR SIDE SETBACK R
— T _—— i :: i} g 2 8
N~~~ B i ! W E(8(8
{ f { i i E REFER TO DESIGN STANDARDS AND C.C.&R.'s FOR MORE RESTRICTIVE 11y b +
\ { SETBACKS. LOT DISTURBANCE INCLUDES: THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE Lo RN FA R
\ A W 1 i i L DWELLING, DRIVEWAYS, UTILITY COORIDORS, PATIOS, DECKS, ACCESSORY £ 192 }
STRUCTURES AND ANY GRADING ACTIVITIES, =7 &>
= INYJA IrT 7Y A I\ /777N A o s )
! FIINIFE  AINY( )] TYPICAL BUILDING SETBACKS S | :
2 Hi5 Y Eg “ _SF BE Y B N & . N.T.S. Q
H o | 5% S
A 32 LOT SUBDIVISION IHBHE
£ Bt F I g u ?{ Y
e Y o
E1dfa
518



N01°22'39"W N01°22'39'W

N00°3726°W

——— —— SA—————————
— o r——

..;’

~

L0727
16,788 o4.t.

-

135907
1429

$88°14'46"W

$88°147'46"W

———
— p———

00296 1=y

104.64"

/92'8t="] Melr.81.20S M,1¥,81.20%

———

00’815 1=y
A06°LL=7

Mo 1¥,81.2pS M 1¥,81.20S

a— p—

166,93

20,557 sq.1t.

LOT7T 4
27,046 sq.ft.

—— a——

N87°05'09"E
234,72

>

I PINE

— sang——

16265

$88°14'46"W

evam—

LOT 5
17,539 oq.t,

A

NGO°37'26"W
209.65’

LOT 79 Ny

ke~

6’
21672 sq.ft. =y
-
-
.} //
2
N
<O
I L[OT 78
20,064 5q.1t.
/

51
/
/
/mwlggsbs\ \ s00°06'37E / S00°06°3"
5153
| g Y ’! A:i T
8 L/ N\ &

A
4
7
(Ow

\J

N

AN

Q

LOT 717
19,576 sq.ft.

LO7T 7
18,707 54,1,

9°206'49"W
4219’

_2

/

-
o ?XZ(DU\A g \
Pt \
- \
s
o)
a
o
LO7 76
29,421 eq.ft.
. 381 G’B‘V/
W3 22—
-

LO775

30302 sq.ft.

TRACT 'C” /
OFEN SPACE & DETENTION /
79,595 S.F. f

LOT &8 ,
LOT 9 \
17,696 s4.ft. }f \ A
S 20,240 sq.1t. 1| o
i Ye) o\
U‘_;) lip} ‘0\ ™
0|3 o v
Q fe]
pd 0
gl |
581',88 \
3 A
MeL0,40,90% =5t o
208 M.8Y,£0.605 ) 8?48%%08 SELY

4

T

P

; £

10/702/15

E

=5 MES#13076

ollon..
ENGINEERING i3
&3SURVETING

$86°29/50~
10357

=_Mog

v A : . -
. . N T
e S AL NS W e kit e S O UL . e
}lIT;;El:r_F_TIII D S S A AN 0 AR K

|

$05°54'51'E e
— 1129’

N S—
'

S86°29'507¢

COCONINO RIDGE
AT PINE CANYON - PRELIMINARY PLAT

PRELIMINARY PLAT - BEARINGS ¢ DISTANCI

24,187 54.ft.

S07¢
?4;\'\—.

S8

ENGIMEERING 38
&SURVEY ING %

$78°37, .

/\ a
2

’99/8091708 T

===  Mogolion.

LO773

19,518 sq.ft.

7/5;0//E

3.84 ,fh""'\

/

83
23

o

S7

ks
VEYING €

g

/

o

2
N

3

)
=
(474
T
T
=z
C}
=
i

&3 JF

@

r N

T
4 ,
b

411 W. Santa Fe Avenuve

Flagstaff, Arizona 8600I
Phone: 9286-214-0214

Mﬂ8171800808

ON PLAT.

REAR

r‘——'

2o’
SETBACK

1

15 EXTERIOR SIDE SETBACK

REAR LOT LINE OR GUE: T8 SIDE SETBACK
(GOLF UTILITARIAN r—— r - ——
EASEMENTY OR AS SHOWN

MAX. LOT COVERAGE IS 3

?

|

19
FRONT

SETBACK
r

25’

—&—STREEF—

REFER TO DESIGN STANDARDS AND C.C.&R.s FOR MORE RESTRICTIVE
SETBACKS, LOT DISTURBANCE INCLUBES: THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE
DWELLING, DRIVEWAYS, UTILITY COORIDORS, PATIOS, DECKS, ACCESSORY
STRUCTURES AND ANY GRADING ACTIVITIES.

TYPICAL BUILDING SETBACKS

N.T.5.

e

NGINEERING 3
&SURVETING

£!

= Mogollon_

COF CCMMENTS, 32 LOTS

\\
~—

| REVISIONS: COF COMMENTS 4/22/15

\

S

e
| PROJECT NO. 13076
\ FN: SHEETOS. DG
"\ VERT SCALE: N/A
N_HOR SCALE: I"=40'

Mogollon.

—N

CRET I GIRN
HECKED BY:

}

Z—T‘T%\

==

C

N

DESIGNED BY:

\DRANN BY:

DATE: 10/02/15




15. B.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Elizabeth A. Burke, City Clerk
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE:

Consideration and Approval of Amendments to the Rules of Procedure: Proposed Change to Rule
4.01, Procedures for Preparation of Council Agenda, and Rule 10.09, Motion to Reconsider, to require a

vote of four councilmembers to move an item from Future Agenda ltem Requests (FAIR) to a regular
agenda.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Discuss and possibly approve the proposed changes to Rule 4.01 and 10.09.

Executive Summary:

On October 6, 2015, a F.A.l.LR. item was brought forward by Councilmember Oravits to consider an
amendment to the Council's Rules of Procedure to require four councilmembers to move an item forward
from Future Agenda Item Requests (F.A.l.R.) to a regular agenda. After discussion at that meeting, there
were at least four councilmembers interested in moving this item forward for discussion at a future
meeting.

Financial Impact:
None.

Connection to Council Goal and/or Regional Plan:
None.

Previous Council Decision on This:

Yes. There were four councilmembers at the October 6, 2015, F.A.l.R. discussion that directed staff to
bring this back for discussion at a future meeting.

Options and Alternatives:

1) Approve the Rules of Procedure as drafted
2) Propose different language to amend the Rules of Procedure
3) Take no action

Attachments: Rules of Procedure
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1.01

1.02

2.01

2.02

3.01

RULES OF PROCEDURE
for the
FLAGSTAFF CITY COUNCIL

Rule 1
GENERAL RULES

[Flagstaff City Charter Art. Il, §14]
Rules of Procedure; Journal
The Council shall determine its own rules and orders of business, and shall provide for
keeping a record of its proceedings. The record of proceedings shall be open to public
inspection.
Written Rules, Order of Business, and Procedure

These Rules of Procedure of the Council shall be available to all interested citizens.

Rule 2
CODE OF CONDUCT & CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Code of Conduct

City Councilmembers occupy positions of public trust. All actions and business
transactions of such officials dealing in any manner with public funds shall be in
compliance with all laws or ordinances establishing a code of conduct for public officials or
pertaining to conflicts of interest of public officials or employees.

Participation and Voting Bar [A.R.S. §38-503]

Any Councilmember prohibited from participating or voting on any matter before the City
by the state conflict of interest laws shall make known such conflict on the record of any
meeting where the item is discussed, and shall not enter into discussion, debate, or vote
on such matter.

Rule 3
COUNCIL MEETINGS

[Flagstaff City Charter Art. Il, 8§12 and 13]
Regular Meetings

The City Council shall hold regular meetings on the first and third Tuesday of January,
February, March, April, May, June, July, September, October, November, and December,
and on the fourth Tuesday of August unless a majority of the Council decides to postpone
or cancel such meeting. No change shall be made in regular meeting times or place
without a published seven day notice.
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3.02

3.03

Regular meetings shall consist of a 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. meeting. The 4:00 p.m.
portion of the meeting will include Approval of Minutes, Appointments, Liquor License
Hearings, Consent Items, and Routine Items. At the agenda review work session one
week prior to the regular Council Meeting, the City Council may direct that any of the
agenda items be moved to the 4:00 p.m. or 6:00 p.m. portion of the meeting. At the
4:00 p.m. meeting, the Council may vote to defer any item on that portion of the agenda
to the 6:00 p.m. meeting.

The 6:00 p.m. meeting is intended for items of specific interest to the community or items
that may require extended discussions, as well as advertised public hearings. The agenda
shall include carryover items from the 4:00 p.m. meeting, public hearings, regular agenda
items, and discussion items.

If the day fixed for any regular meeting of the Council falls upon a day which the City
observes as a legal holiday, the meeting may be cancelled or held at a time and date
designated by the Council. All regular meetings of the Council shall be held in the City Hall
Council Chambers. No change shall be made in regular meeting times without a published
seven-day notice. However, the Mayor or City Manager may change the Council meeting
location to adjust to a specific need for additional space required to accommodate a large
citizen turnout, upon giving the public notice of such change pursuant to notice
requirements. All regular meetings of the Council shall be open to the public.

Special Meetings

Special meetings may be called by the City Manager, three or more members of the
Council, or by the Mayor. The Council may hold any other meetings it deems necessary at
such times and locations as it determines appropriate under the circumstances for the
purposes of addressing specific issues, specific neighborhood’s concerns, strategic
planning, budgeting, or for any other purpose allowed by law, so long as notice of such
meeting has been given in accordance with the Arizona Open Meeting Law. The City
Clerk shall prepare written notice of special sessions, stating time, place, and agenda; this
notice shall be given personally, or by telephone, to each member of the Council, the City
Manager, and the City Attorney, and shall be posted no later than twenty-four hours in
advance of the special meeting. If an emergency requires an earlier meeting of the
Council than allowed by this rule, Rule 3.05 pertaining to emergency meetings shall be
followed.

Work Sessions and Agenda Review

Work sessions are public meetings held for the following purposes: (1) briefing
Councilmembers on items included on the Council's regular meeting agenda,
(2) discussion of long range plans and programs for which no immediate action is
required, (3) detailed discussion of matters which may soon be placed on a regular
meeting agenda, and (4) exchange of information between the staff and Council. No
formal vote shall be taken on any matter under discussion, nor shall any Councilmember
enter into a commitment with another respecting a vote to be taken subsequently in a
public meeting of the Council, providing that nothing herein shall prevent the Council from
giving staff direction on any matter under discussion. Any formal action, however, must be
scheduled for Council action at a regular or special Council meeting.
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3.04

3.05

3.06

The City Council may hold work sessions every second and fourth Tuesday of each
month at 6:00 p.m. When there are five Tuesdays in a month, work sessions will be held
on the second and fifth Tuesdays. No meetings will be held on the fourth Tuesday of a
five-Tuesday month or, on the last Tuesday of December, unless otherwise agreed to by a
majority of the Council.

The work session held the Tuesday prior to a regular Council meeting shall include two
reviews of the action items on the next week’s regular Council agenda, including a
determination as to which items shall be placed on the 4:00 p.m. meeting agenda or the
6:00 p.m. portion of the meeting agenda. The preliminary review of the draft Council
meeting agenda shall be placed first on the work session agenda and will have as its
purpose the identification of items that the Council designates for more detailed
discussion after all other work session items have been discussed. In the final agenda
review that shall occur as the last regularly scheduled item on the agenda, the Council
may discuss items on the next week’s agenda and give direction to the City Manager as to
additional information needed. Public comment need not be taken, but may be accepted
at the second agenda review, at the discretion of the Chair.

No work sessions will be held during the summer break period beginning on the day
following the third Tuesday in July until the fourth Tuesday of August, unless called as a
special meeting as provided in Section 3.02 of these Rules.

Executive Sessions [A.R.S. §38-431.03]

The Council may meet in, or recess into, executive session for all purposes allowed by
law. The City Manager shall schedule any such meetings on the second and fourth
Tuesdays at 4:00 p.m., or earlier as the need arises, prior to work sessions, but an
executive session may be scheduled at any other time where circumstances require more
immediate action. When there are five Tuesdays in a month, executive sessions shall be
held on the second and fifth Tuesday at 4:00 p.m., or earlier, as needed. An executive
session may be convened at a special meeting called for that purpose on a majority vote
of the members of the Council, or during a regular meeting, special session, or work
session of the Council for legal advice on matters on a meeting’s properly noticed agenda.
Attendance at the executive session shall be limited to members of the City Council, the
City Manager and City Attorney or their designees, and appropriate City staff or
consultants to the City as the Council may invite or as may be required for advice or
information. No formal vote involving final action shall be taken on any matter under
discussion while in an executive session, except the Council may instruct its attorneys and
representatives as allowed by law.

Emergency Meetings [A.R.S. §38-431.02]

In case of an actual emergency, the Council may hold a meeting, including an executive
session, upon such notice as is appropriate to the circumstances, but shall post a public
notice within twenty-four hours declaring that an emergency session has been held, and
setting forth the agenda of specific items discussed, considered, or decided.

Minutes of Meeting [A.R.S. §38-431.01]

Except as otherwise provided by state law, there shall be minutes of all Council meetings.
Such minutes shall include, but need not be limited to: (1) the date, time, and place of the
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4.01

5.01

meeting; (2) the members of the City Council recorded as either present or absent; (3) a
general description of the matters considered; (4) an accurate description of all legal
actions proposed, discussed, or taken, and the names of members who propose each
motion; and (5) the name of persons, as given, making statements or presenting material
to the Council and a reference to the legal action about which they made statements or
presented material. Minutes of all meetings, except executive sessions, shall be open to
public inspection.

Rule 4
THE COUNCIL AGENDA

Procedures for Preparation of Council Agendas

All reports, communications, ordinances and resolutions, contracts or other documents, or
other matters to be submitted to the Council as part of the Council meeting agenda packet
shall be available to the Council, along with a staff summary by the Friday preceding the
agenda review work session for the draft agenda and by the Friday preceding the regular
meeting for the regular agenda. The City Manager shall review items submitted for
timeliness and completeness of information and shall make a preliminary determination
whether an item should be placed on the 4:00 p.m. or 6:00 p.m. portion of the regular
meeting agenda.

The City Manager shall honor any request by a member of the Council to include an item
on the Future Agenda Item Request (FAIR) portion of the agenda. A Councilmember may
submit an item for consideration at any time and the City Manager will place it in a queue
with other Council requests to be placed on an agenda. The date and time of scheduling
shall be weighted with other Council priority requests. The requesting Councilmember
may, but is not required to, specify in a memorandum what discussion, action, or options
are proposed. After discussion and upon A MAJORITY VOTE agreement—ofthree
members of the Council, the item will be moved to a regularly-scheduled Council
meeting.

Those items which are approved for the Council agenda by the City Manager shall be
placed on the agenda in accordance with the order prescribed in Rule 5. Copies of the
agenda and any background material shall be disseminated to the Mayor and the City
Council in the manner prescribed by the Council; to the City Manager, the Deputy City
Managers, the City Attorney, and the City Clerk; and shall be made available to the public
no later than noon on the Friday preceding the Council meeting at which the agenda will
be reviewed.

The agenda shall be made public in advance of the meeting by posting on the regular
public posting board at City Hall and on the City’s website. Such action shall be taken
concurrently with the furnishing of the agenda to the City Council.

Rule 5
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Regular Meeting Agenda

The agenda for regular meetings of the City Council shall follow the following order:
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4:00 P.M. MEETING

Call to Order

Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance and Reading of the Mission Statement
Approval of Minutes of Previous Meetings
Public Participation

Proclamations and Recognitions
Appointments

Liguor License Public Hearings

Consent Iltems

Routine ltems*

Recess

6:00 P.M. MEETING

Reconvene Regular Meeting

Roll Call

Public Participation

Carryover Items from 4:00 p.m. portion of Meeting

Public Hearing Items

Regular Agenda

Discussion Items

Future Agenda Item Request (FAIR)

Informational Items and Reports to/from Council and Staff, and Requests for Future
Agenda Items

Adjournment

*Routine Items include those agenda items that are common, reoccurring, have been
discussed at length in prior Council meetings, or are expected to have little to no public
participation. They may include resolutions or ordinances.

Consent Agenda items may be considered and acted upon by one motion, unless a
Councilmember specifically requests that a consent item be considered and voted on
separately. If related to a public hearing item on the agenda, ordinances or resolutions
shall be placed under Public Hearings. Items requested for consideration and discussion
by a Councilmember and placed in the Future Agenda Item Request Section need not
have a staff summary or staff review, but the requesting Councilmember may specify in a
memorandum what discussion, action, or options are proposed. There will be no
discussion of issues raised during public participation, information items and reports, or
requests for future agenda items. The City Clerk shall enter into the minutes all consent
items approved with one motion, and shall record separately action taken on those items
considered separately.
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6.01

6.02

7.01

7.02

Rule 6
PRESIDING OFFICER

[Flagstaff City Charter Art. Il, §7 and §8]

Mayor as Chair

The Mayor, or in his or her absence, the Vice Mayor, shall be the Chair for all meetings of
the Council.

Temporary Chair
In case of the absence of the Mayor and the Vice Mayor, the City Clerk shall call the
Council to order. If a quorum is found to be present, the Council shall proceed to elect, by

a majority of those present, a Chair for the meeting.

Rule 7
MEETING DECORUM AND ORDER

Decorum and Order among Councilmembers

The Chair shall preserve decorum and decide all questions of order, subject to appeal to
the Council. During Council meetings, Councilmembers shall preserve order and decorum
and shall not delay or interrupt the proceedings or refuse to obey the order of the Chair or
the Rules of the Council. Every Councilmember desiring to speak shall address the Chair,
and upon recognition by the Chair, shall confine himself or herself to the question under
debate and shall avoid all personal attacks and indecorous language. A Councilmember
once recognized shall not be interrupted while speaking unless called to order by the
Chair or unless a point of order is raised by another Councilmember. If a Councilmember
is called to order while he or she is speaking, he or she shall cease speaking immediately
until the question of order is determined. If ruled to be out of order, he or she shall remain
silent or shall alter his or her remarks so as to comply with the Rules of the Council.
Councilmembers shall confine their questions to the particular issues before the Council.
If the Chair fails to act, any member may move to require him or her to enforce the Rules
and the affirmative vote of the majority of the Council shall require the Chair to act.

If Council discussion of a matter exceeds one hour, each Councilmember shall limit their
subsequent remarks to three minutes.

Decorum and Order among City Staff

The Chair shall have the authority to preserve decorum in meetings as far as the
audience, staff members, and city employees are concerned. The City Manager shall also
be responsible for the orderly conduct and decorum of all City employees under the City
Manager’s direction and control. Any remarks shall be addressed to the Chair and to any
or all members of the Council. No staff member, other than the staff member having the
floor, shall enter into any discussion either directly or indirectly without permission of the
Chair.
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7.03

8.01

9.01

Decorum and Order among Citizen Participants

Citizens attending Council meetings should observe the same rules of propriety, decorum,
and good conduct applicable to members of the Council. Any person causing a
disturbance of the peace and good order during a Council meeting, may be removed from
the room if so directed by the Chair, and such person may be barred from further
audience before the Council. Unauthorized remarks from the audience, stamping of feet,
whistles, yells, and similar demonstrations shall not be permitted by the Chair, if such
actions cause a disturbance of the peace and good order the Chair may direct the
Sergeant-at-Arms to remove such offenders from the room. Should the Chair fail to act,
any member of the Council may move to require the Chair to enforce the Rules, and the
affirmative vote of the majority of the Council shall require the Chair to act. Political
campaigning is prohibited. Any member of the public desiring to address the Council on
any agendized item shall be recognized by the Chair shall state his or her name and city
of residence in an audible tone for the record, and shall limit his or her remarks to the
guestions under discussion. Any remarks shall be addressed to the Chair and to any or all
members of the Council.

Citizens are allowed to address the Council a maximum of three times throughout the
meeting, including comments made during Public Participation. Other than Public
Participation, comments shall be limited to the business at hand. Once the Chair
recognizes a speaker, the Chair shall limit the period of speaking to a reasonable period
of time of no more than three minutes per person, at the discretion of the Chair and a
speaker may address the Council with the speaker’'s own statements and the statements
of other persons within the set time period.

Rule 8
RIGHT OF APPEAL FROM THE CHAIR

Process for Appeal

Any Councilmember may appeal to the Council from a ruling of the Chair. If the appeal is
seconded, the member making the appeal may briefly state his or her reason for the
same, and the Chair may briefly explain the Chair’s ruling. There shall be no debate on
the appeal, and no other member shall participate in the discussion. The Chair shall then
put the question, “Shall the decision of the Chair be sustained?” If a majority of the
members present vote “aye”, the ruling of the Chair is sustained; otherwise, it is overruled.

Rule 9
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN COUNCIL DISCUSSIONS

Non-Public Hearing Discussions

Any person wishing to speak on any matter on the agenda before the Council shall fill out
a comment card and submit that card to the recording clerk, who will deliver the card to
the Chair. The Chair shall limit the period of speaking to a reasonable period of time of no
more than three minutes per person, a speaker may address the Council with the
speaker’'s own statements and the statements of other persons within the set time limit.
The person desiring to speak shall limit his or her remarks to the matter under discussion
and shall address his or her remarks to the Chair. At the discretion of the Chair, ten or
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more persons present at the meeting and wishing to speak may appoint a representative
who may have no more than fifteen minutes to speak.

9.02 Public Hearings

A.

E.

F.

In the case of a public hearing, the Chair shall announce prior to such hearing the
total time limit, if any, to be allowed for public debate, depending upon the
circumstances and public attendance. The Chair shall also announce the time
limits for each individual speaker (normally no more than three minutes), and that
no speaker may be heard more than once. There are two exceptions to this rule:
1) if the substance of the matter to be considered in a public hearing changes
significantly during the public hearing process, then the Chair shall allow a speaker
an opportunity to speak to address the change(s); and 2) when an ordinance is on
the agenda for its second read and adoption (two separate meetings).

At the discretion of the Chair, ten or more persons present at the meeting and
wishing to speak may appoint a representative who may have no more than fifteen
minutes to speak.

Speakers may not cede any portion of their allotted time to another speaker.

The order of presentation and time limits shall be as follows:

1. Staff presentation (ten minute time limit, except with specific Council
permission to exceed this limit).

2. Applicant presentation, only upon applicant’s specific request (up to ten
minutes, except with specific Council permission to exceed this limit).

3. Council’s questions to staff and applicant.

4, Public comment (three minutes for individual speakers, up to fifteen

minutes for a representative of ten or more persons present at the meeting
who have contributed their time to the representative),

5. Applicant’s response, only upon applicant’s specific request (5 minutes),

6. Staff's response (5 minutes),

7 Council deliberation and questions to staff and applicant.

This rule will not preclude questions from members of the Council to the speaker
where it is deemed necessary for purposes of clarification or understanding, but not
for purposes of debate or argument.

Public Hearings are opened immediately before the Staff presentation, if any, and close
immediately after the final required vote of Council. No motion is necessary.

Rule 10
RULES GOVERNING MOTIONS BY THE COUNCIL

10.01 Motion to be Stated by the Chair - Withdrawal

When a motion is made and seconded, it shall be so stated by the Chair before debate
commences. A motion may not be withdrawn by the mover without the consent of the
member seconding it.
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10.02

10.03

10.04

10.05

10.06

10.07

Motion to Suspend Rules

Suspension of these Rules requires a majority consent of the Councilmembers present. A
motion to suspend may not be made while another motion is pending unless it directly
applies to the pending motion. Suspension of the Rules may not be appropriate in the
context of a Public Hearing.

Motion to Change Order of Agenda

The Chair may, at his or her discretion, or shall, upon the majority vote of
Councilmembers present, change the order of the agenda. However, caution should be
given to not changing the order to circumvent the Open Meeting Law.

Motion to Table

A motion to table is used to delay discussion on an item until later in the meeting or until
the next meeting. Neither the motion to table nor other business can be discussed, until a
vote has been taken on the motion. If the motion is successful, no further discussion can
be had without a motion to take off the table. To take a motion off the table at the same or
immediately succeeding meeting, a motion and second must be made to take the item off
the table, and it must pass by majority vote.

If not revived by the adjournment of the immediately succeeding meeting, the matter is
considered to be dead.

Motion to Postpone

A motion to postpone is in order when an item is rescheduled to a time certain, when it is
delayed with conditions, or when the matter is intended to be disposed of without action. If
the motion prevalils, the item shall return for Council action at the meeting specified or in
accordance with the conditions established in the postponement. A motion to postpone
may be debated prior to vote, but no other motion, including a motion to amend, may be
offered until the vote is taken and only if the motion to postpone fails.

A motion to postpone indefinitely, if it receives a majority vote, effectively extinguishes an
item.

Motion to Divide the Question

If the question contains two or more divisionable propositions, the Chair may, and upon
request of a member shall, divide the same.

Motion to Amend

On a motion to amend or “strike out and insert”, the motion shall be made so that the
intent of the amendment is clear to the Council and public, and for the record.

The Council may materially amend an ordinance after the first read of that ordinance and
proceed immediately to the second read and adoption. In other words, it is not necessary
to proceed as though it is a new ordinance after a material change.
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10.08

10.09

10.10

11.01

Motion to Amend an Amendment

A motion to amend an amendment shall be in order, but one to amend an amendment to
an amendment shall not be introduced. An amendment modifying the intention of a motion
shall be in order, but an amendment relating to a different matter shall not be in order.

Motion to Reconsider

After the decision on any question, any member who voted with the majority may move for
a reconsideration of any action at the same meeting or at the next regular meeting that
occurs at least one week after the date the action was taken. In the event of a tie vote on
a motion, any Councilmember may move for reconsideration at the next regular meeting
of the City Council that occurs at least one week after the date the action was taken, but
not thereafter. To ensure that the matter will be included on the posted agenda in
conformance with the Open Meeting Law, any Councilmember who wishes to have a
decision reconsidered must alert the city clerk in writing at least five (5) days, exclusive of
Saturdays, Sundays, and intermediate holidays, prior to the meeting at which the motion
to reconsider will be made, unless the motion to reconsider was made and seconded at a
Council meeting. A motion to reconsider shall require the affirmative vote of the majority of
the members present at the time of reconsideration. After a motion for reconsideration has
once been acted on, no other motion for reconsideration of the same subject shall be
made without unanimous consent of all Councilmembers.

After the reconsideration time period has expired, the same matter may be placed on a
later Council meeting agenda under Future Agenda Item Request at the request of any
Councilmember. It shall require A MAJORITY VOTE OF the-sponsorship—of-three
Councilmembers during Future Agenda Item Request to be placed on a future agenda as
an action item. If the matter is considered for formal action on a future meeting, the motion
for or against taking an action need not be made by a member of the prevailing vote.

Motion for Roll Call Vote

Any Councilmember may request a roll call vote, or the Chair may ask for a roll call vote
for purposes of clarifying a vote for the record. The roll may be called for yeas and nays
upon any questions before the Council. Unless allowed by the Chair, it shall be out of
order for members to explain their vote during the roll call, or to engage in additional
debate or discussion on the subject after the vote is taken.

Rule 11
MISCELLANEQUS PROVISIONS

Prior Approval by Administrative Staff

Except as to matters requested by individual Councilmembers under the Future Agenda
Iltem Request Section of the agenda, all ordinances, resolutions and contract documents
shall, before presentation to the Council, have been approved as to form and legality by
the City Attorney or his or her authorized representative, and shall have been examined
for practicality by the City Manager or his or her authorized representative.

Flagstaff City Council Rules of Procedure - 6/46/45 11/17/15 Page 11



11.02

11.03

11.04

11.05

Placement of ltems on Agendas for Council Action

Pursuant to Council direction received during any Council meeting, the City Manager may
present ordinances, resolutions, and other matters or subjects to the Council, and any
Councilmember may assume sponsorship thereof by moving that such ordinances,
resolutions, matters or subjects be adopted. In addition, ordinances, resolutions and other
matters or subjects requiring action by the Council may be introduced and sponsored by a
member of the Council through the Future Agenda Item Request process described in
Rule 4.01.

No New Agenda Items after 10:00 p.m. except by Majority Vote.

No new agenda items shall begin after 10:00 p.m. unless approved by majority vote of the
City Council. If, however, discussion on an item commences prior to 10:00 p.m., the
Council may continue its deliberation or move to postpone that item. Agenda items on a
Council agenda not considered will be placed on the immediately succeeding Council
meeting.

Robert's Rules

Robert's Rules of Order, latest edition, shall serve as a guideline for interpretation of and
supplementation for these Rules in all cases to which they are applicable, provided they
are not in conflict with these Rules or with the Charter of the City of Flagstaff or the laws of
the State of Arizona. The interpretation of these Rules and Robert’s Rules shall be guided
by the principles underlying Parliamentary law, that is, a careful balance of the rights of
individuals and minority subgroups of the council with the will of the majority. In no case
shall the strict application of a rule or procedure be interpreted to deny any individual or
minority the right to participate in a debate, discussion, or vote, nor shall these rules be
interpreted in such a way so as to defeat the will of the majority of the whole of the
Council.

Citizen Petitions [Flagstaff City Charter Art. Il, 817]

A citizen or a group of citizens may present a written petition to the City Manager, who
shall present it to the Council at its next regular meeting. The Council must act on the
petition within 31 days of the City Manager's presentation. Citizen petitions will first be
placed on the agenda under Future Agenda Item Request to determine if there is Council
interest in placing the item on a future agenda for consideration. Failure to give such
direction shall constitute “action” for purposes of this section.

Flagstaff City Council Rules of Procedure - 6/46/45 11/17/15 Page 12



17. A.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Elizabeth A. Burke, City Clerk
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE

Future Agenda Iltem Request (F.A.L.R.): A request by Mayor Nabours to place on a future agenda
discussion regarding Tequila Sunrise. *THIS ITEM MOVED FROM 16-A

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Council direction.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Rule 4.01, Procedures for Preparation of Council Agendas, of the City of Flagstaff City Council Rules of
Procedure outlines the process for bringing items forward to a future agenda. Mayor Nabours has
requested this item be placed on an agenda under Future Agenda Item Requests (F.A.l.R.) to determine
if there are three councilmembers interested in placing it on a future agenda.

INFORMATION:
None

Attachments:



17. B.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Elizabeth A. Burke, City Clerk
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE

Future Agenda Iltem Request (F.A.L.R.): A request by Councilmember Putzova to place on a future
agenda discussion and possible action regarding the Government Property Lease Excise Tax (GPLET)
and similar tax incentives. *THIS ITEM MOVED FROM 16-B

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Council direction.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Rule 4.01, Procedures for Preparation of Council Agendas, of the City of Flagstaff City Council Rules of
Procedure outlines the process for bringing items forward to a future agenda. Councilmember Putzova
has requested this item be placed on an agenda under Future Agenda Iltem Requests (F.A.l.R.) to
determine if there are three councilmembers interested in placing it on a future agenda.

INFORMATION:
None

Attachments:



17. C.

CITY OF FLAGSTAFF
STAFF SUMMARY REPORT

To: The Honorable Mayor and Council
From: Elizabeth A. Burke, City Clerk
Date: 11/10/2015

Meeting Date:  11/17/2015

TITLE

Future Agenda Iltem Request (F.A.L.LR.): A citizen petition to adopt Tucson's Residential Permit Parking
Program. *THIS ITEM MOVED FROM 16-C

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Council direction.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Rule 11.05, Citizen Petitions, of the City of Flagstaff City Council Rules of Procedure outlines the process
for citizens to submit petitions to the Council as referenced in Flagstaff City Charter Article Il Section 17.
The attached petition, entitled A Petition for a Citywide Ordinance for the Formation of Residential
Permit Parking Programs, was submitted to the City Manager's Office on November 4, 2015.

INFORMATION:
Petition attached.

Attachments: Petition



RECEIVED
NOV 04 2019

BY. B

PETITION TO FLAGSTAFF CITY COUNCIL
Pursuant to Flagstaff City Charter Article Il Section 17
and Flagstaff City Code Title | Chapter 12

Pursuant to the' Flagstaff City Charter and the City Code, any citizen (resident) of the City may present a written petition

to the City Manager, which shall be presented to the City Council.
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«+*fROM THE INTRODUCTION OF THE FLAGSTAFF REGIONAL PLAN Caa

ABOUT THE FLAGSTAFF REGIONAL PLAN'S GOALS & POLICIES

The Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030 is used for decision making so that Flagstaff City government is accountable for
ublicly dérived policy outcomes and goals. Ij also provides the basis for policies and r@!aﬁons to guide physical
and economic development within the Flagstaff region. The Plan isused as a guide, or roadmap, for the future of

the City and the region; and it establishes prioritie 1bl -isions and directior
decisions, therebz striving to establish pred:ctabﬂlty in 'the decision-maki g process.

This document consolidates the goals and Qohaes in Flgstaﬂ" Regional Plan 2030. IE is intended to Brovxde a refer-
i i inte agendas, work programs, budgets, grant writing,

d on  the Reglonal Plan. More complex analysis, such as development review,

and other rEBortmg reqmrements base

mnay require an examination of the entire docurnent, and therefore, this desk guide is meant to supplemerit and not
replace the Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030. While all t the goals and policies in the Plan arg directed to future needs
2 o srisneeniy, it is important to understandthat many of them also reflect ongoing programs, initiatives,

~N

FOR RESIDENTS, AND THE CITY COUNCIL

THE FOLLOWING REGIONAL PLAN'S STATEMENTS GOALS AND POLICIES - REPEATEDLY & STRONGLY SUPPORT NEIGHBORHOODS
& ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION TO REDUCE AUTOMOBILE USE - ESPECIALLY IN DOWNTOWN & SURROUNDING
NEIGHBORHOODS. *Goals and Policies are preceded letters & numbers. Page numbers are at the end.

ENVIRONMENTAL PURPOSES
. AIR QUALITY: E&C.1.: "Proactively improve and maintain the region's gir guahgz " P.IV-10
. CLIMATE CHANGE AND ADAPTION: E&C.2.: "Reduce greenhouse gas emissions.”"  P. [V-11
. QUIET GOALS AND POUICIES; E&C.8.1: "Evaluate land uses and transportation proposals for their potential noise impacts. P.1V-16

COMMUNITY CHARACTER & PRESERVATION
. COMMUNITY CHARACTER: “Vision:" "Preserve our cultural and natural heritage, retaining this unigue sense o lace.” P.VII-1
. HERITAGE PRESERVATION: CC.2: “Preserve, restore and rehabilitate heritage resources.” (Heritage includes historic) P. VIlI-11
. HISTORIC PRESERVATION: "Overwhelming support had been shown for encouraging preservation of buildings in Flagstaff's Historic
neighborhoods” (2010 Community Values Survey) P. VIll-19
. COMMUNITY DESIGN: "The design of neighborhood......parking, all contribute to the overall community character. " P.VIll-18

FUTURE GROWTH AREAS AND LAND USES:
. GROWTH AREAS AND LAND USES: “Our Vision for the Future: In 2030 our community continues to grow, making investments in alternative travel
modes.....promoate a healthy lifestyle and quality of life desired by many. " OPUIX-1
_EXISTING LAND SUPPLY: CONTEXT OF LAND USES: “The community vision is to focus... preservation of existing neighborhoods, and to make
walking, bicycling from and to ali place types an opportunity for residents and visitors.” P.1X-2
. AREA TYPES: URBAN: {Includes the Downtown Commercial district, and our surrounding historic residential districts. "....it includes a number
of historic neighborhoods, such as Flagstaff Townsite, North End, Southside and parts of La Plaza Vieja. .... these historic
neighborhoods are highly vaiued by Flagstaff residents..” P.1X-42
. URBAN AREA GOALS AND POLICIES; P. IX-40 4
LU.10.3: "Value the traditional neig! swr>oods establishes around downtown by maintaining and improving their
highly walkable character, transit accessibility..."
. AREA TYPES; DOWNTOWN: P.IX-43
LU.12.2: “Create a downtown parking strategy plan the continues to utilize and improve upon on-street parking,
public parking lots and garages and shared private parking spaces.
LU.12.6: "Revise parking regulations to encourage shared parking between various uses within existing structures.”




P C vy

LU 12.11: “Develop a resident parking program to address the impact of on street parking on public streets in the downtown and surrounding areas
. while considering the needs of residents, public events and enterprises in and ground the impacted areas. i

*+x+*NOTE: The above policy was added by the Downtown Business Alliance at the last minute - the night Council approved of the Regional Plan -
without any knowledge of neighborhood residents. *By including Downtown & other commercial areas, now and in future Residential Permit
Parking Programs - which will require outside commuter parking in these neighborhoods - the  neighborhood’s needs of access to their homes.
safety, reducing traffic & it's hazards, will be ignored. And it opposes the legal and municipal purposes for forming districts - as stated by the U.S.
Supreme Court in our Petition.

This policy ignores the necessity of a Parking Ordinance -to serve the entire city. Itis contrary to the Regional Plan’s policies of reducing auto use,
congestion, and greenhouse gas emissions - by using transit, car pools, park & ride, shared parking and telecommuting. It also undermines the
Reeional Plan by reducing the surrounding historic neighborhood'’s character, quality of life, and eventually lowers their _livabili
values. Finally, it impairs the City's ability to attract tourism & economic development.

and prope!

6. SURBURBAN AREA GOALS AND POLICIES: P.[X-45
LU.13.3: "Consider public transit connections in suburban development.”
7. SPECIAL PLANNING AREA GOALS AND POLICIES; {Northern Arizona University) P.1X-62
LU.17.1: "Encourage connectivity & coordinated planning efforts with neighborhoods contiguous...."
8. PLACE TYPE; ACTIVITY CENTERS: (Includes downtown & many areas of the Southside and North End neighborhoods.) P. IX-62
LU.18.5 “Plan for & support multi-modal activity centers & corriders with an emphasis on pedestrian & transit friendly design” P.1X-68

TRANSPORTATION
1. SAFE AND EFFICIENT MULTIMODAL TRANSPORTATIONS {" A PRIORITY") "...The percentage of work trips made by single-occupancy
vehicles can be reduced through.... incentives programs that will increase the share of trips using public
transit, car and van pools, bicycles and walking... telecommuting... thus reducing road congestion” P. X-8
T.1.6: "Provide...strategies that increase alternate modes of travel and” (reduce) " demand for vehicular travel...."
2. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION: "Transportation defines space in our built environment. In our natural environment,
transportation communicates how we respect the land. Our choice of transportation affects our air and water.' P. X-8,9
T.3.2 "Promote transportation systems thot reduce the use of fossil fuels, and eventually replace with carbon neutral afternatives.”
T.3.8 "Promote transportation options as increased public transit and more bike lanes to reduce congestion, fuel consumption
and overall carbon emissions and promote walkable community design.
3. TRANSIT "Even now, and more so in the future, transit will plan a central role in general mobility, congestion management ....
,....reduces the number of auto trips and vehicles miles traveled, and reduces air pollution, P X-14
T.3: "Support a transit system design...for various transportation mades and providers, such as private bus and shuttle systems,
park-and-ride lots for cars and bicycles... " P.X-15
4. AUTOMOBILES: "In urban activity centers, levels of service for pedestrians, bicycles & transit will take precedent of service for cars.”" P.X-18
+457% of residents do not believe that motorists should be given priority over pedestrians & cyclists when planning. 2010 Community Survey P X-10

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

1. TOURISM: P. XIV-10,11.
ED.6.2: "Encourage cultural tourism with the advancement of heritage sites and special events. "
2. COMMUNITY CHARACTER: “Visitors, employees, and businesses are attracted to a community that values its surrounding naturc! beauty
, unique cultural heritage and built environment.” P. XIV-11
ED.7 "Continue to promote and enhance Flagstaff's unique "sense of place” _as an economic development driver.."

GLOSSARY: P. GL-19
"Community Vitality - the overoll well-being of residents in a community.”
| ocal Streets - serve immediate access to property and are designed to discourage longer trips through a neighborhood.”
"sustainability - living and managing activities in @ manner that balances social, economic and environmental considerations to meet Flagstaff's current
needs and those of future generations.

S T

IN ADDITION TO THE REGIONAL PLAN - THE FLAGSTAFF ZONING CODE'S LEGISLATIVE PURPOSES
10-10.20.020 PURPOSE OF ZONING CODE
1. Land Use Patterns:
i. "REINFORCING THE CHARACTER AND QUALITY OF DOWNTOWN NEIGHBORHQOQDS."

4. Public Infrastructure

e. "PROTECTING RESIDENTIAL STREETS IN RESIDENTIAL ZONES FROM NONRESIDENTIAL TRAFFIC,”
5. Justifiable Expectations and Taxable Vaiue

b. "PROTECT LANDOWNERS FROM ADVERSE IMPACT OF ADJOINING DEVELOPMENTS.”

d. "PROTECTING AN ENHANCING REAL PROPERTY VALUES. "

#++x$\OTE: NOT JUST THE PROPERTY AND IT'S BUILDINGS AFFECT A PROPERTY'S VALUE - BUT ALSO THE PARKING ACCESSIBILITY TO THE
PROPERTY PLUS THE SAFETY, LIVABILITY AND DESIRABILITY OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD. IN CITIES AND TOWNS, PROPERTY VALUES EVENTUALLY
LOWER - WITH HIGH NONRESIDENTIAL THROUGH TRAFFIC AND WHEN PARKING SPACES ARE CONTINUALLY FILLED WITH NON-RESIDENT'S VEHICLES.
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Park Tucson - the City of Tucson's Parking Manager | Official websit...

GoTucson App now allows easy payment for Parking and

Transit

The new GoTucson app is the first mobile application anywhere that allows you to pay for
either parking or transit! Download the newly-updated GoTucson app from your smart-phone
app store and you'll be able to purchase fares for the Sun Link streetcar, Sun Tran, and Sun
Shuttle, as well as parking at any Park Tucson meter in the city.

GoTucson also allows you to pay for meter parking without the app at
hitps:/ ;’Esitucsonags.comi';}arkf even without a smart-phone at (520) 441-3752.

New Smart Parking Meters Have Arrived!

Park Tu;:son is pleased to announce the installation of 1,500 new smart parking meters that
provide improved customer service to our on-street parking guests. The new meters are solar-
powered and accept credit, debit, and smart cards in addition to coins. A smart-phone mobile
app is also available for payment. simply search for "GoTucson" in your app store!

- L+ S, e RS 5 T S S S A

The existing coin-only meters of Downtown, Main Gate Square, and those near the UA campus
have been replaced with these smart meters. In March, we installed smart meters in the 4th
Avenue Business District.

For more information on the meters, how they work, and how to use them, visit:
hﬁp:/";’wﬁmj.;sark‘{ucson.csng{ or read about them here News Release. Watch Channel 12's

story about smart meters here.
Metered On-Street Parking

There are 1,740 meters along the Sun Link corridor. Metered spaces are free all weekend
and after 5:00pm, Monday — Friday in Downtown and near the University of Arizona.

1of2 11/2/2015 6:2
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Payment is required in the 4th Avenue Business District Monday - Friday, 9:00am to
6:00pm.

Park Tucson Garages

1. City/State (easy access from Interstate 10, just east of the Circle K)
2. Main Library (enter off Alameda St.)

3. Pennington Street {enter off Scott Ave.)

4. Depot Plaza (underground parking on 5th Ave.)

5. Centro {easy access from west-bound Broadway Blvd.}

Parking Tins =

it’s important for motorists to park correctly in street spaces adjacent to the streetcar tracks.
All parts of your vehicle — including tires and side mirror — must be within the marked white
lines of the parking space. Park incorrectly and you may pay a fine, towing costs, and impound
fees.

Park Tucson Overview

Park Tucson offers convenientiy-located on-street parking, parking garages, and parking iots in
Downtown Tucson and along the Sun Link modern streetcar route. We also manage resident
and non-resident on-street permit parking programs in neighborhoods around the University
of Arizona and the business districts along the Sun Link line. We offer parking near government
and other offices in Downtown, as well as cultural, retail, dining and entertainment venues
from the Mercado District on Tucson's West Side to the University of Arizona Health Sciences
Center area. For parking information call (520) 791-5071 or email us at

parkiucson@iucsonaz.goy

Government | Neighborhoods | Business | Departments | Mayor & Councit | Espaiiol | Empioyment | Contact City | Privacy Policies
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Sec. 20-255. Residential permit parking. A ’3
The director of transportation may designate, a residential area or areas consisting of streets or '
portions of streets on which the parking of motor vehicles may be restricted in whole or in part to
motor vehicles bearing a valid parking permit issued pursuant to these provisions by the director
of transportation and approved by mayor and council, to residents of the area so designated. The
director of transportation shall provide for the issuance of permits and cause parking signs to be
erected in the area, indicating the times and conditions under which parking shall be by permit
only. A permit shall be issued upon application and payment of the applicable fee, only to the
owner or operator of a motor vehicle who resides on property immediately adjacent to a street
within the residential permit parking areas.

Tt is unlawful for any person to do any of the following:

(a) Park a motor vehicle ina residential parking permit area during the designated hours unless
the vehicle is equipped with a valid permit or valid visitor's pass.

(b) Falsify information to obtain a residential parking permit or visitor's pass.

(c) Fail to surrender a residential parking permit or visitor's pass to the city director of
transportation's designee on demand if such permits or passes are used in violation of these
provisions or if the holder of the permit or pass is no longer entitled to the pass or permit.

(d) Knowingly park a motor vehicle displaying a residential parking permit or visitor's pass in a
permit parking area during the designated hours when the holder of the permit or pass 1s not
entitled to possess the permit or pass.

(e) Use aresidential permit or visitor's pass outside of the designated residential permit parking
area for which the residential parking permit is issued or outside of the 500-foot distance from the
qualified residence for which the visitor's pass is issued.

(f) Otherwise violate these regulations, including but not limited to the issuance or use of
residential parking permits or visitor's passes.

(2) The owner of a vehicle may contest the revocation of a permit by filing a written application
for a hearing with the civil infractions division of city court requesting that the court determine
whether justification existed for the revocation of the permit existed under the provisions of this
article. The application shall be filed within ten (10) days after the revocation of the permit, and
not thereafter. The court shall set a time and date for a hearing to be held no later than fifteen (15)
days after receipt of the written application for a hearing and shall notify both the applicant and
the director of transportation of the hearing date. At the hearing, the city shall prove by a
preponderance of evidence that the revocation of the permit was justified pursuant to the
provisions of this article.

(Ord. No. 9196, § 1, 1-25-99)

Sec. 20-257. Special events permit parking.

The director of transportation may designate special events parking permit areas consisting of
streets or portions of streets on which the parking of motor vehicles may be restricted during
posted specified hours to motor vehicles bearing valid special events parking permits or Visitor's
passes issued pursuant to these provisions. The director of transportation shall provide for
issuance of permits and shall place signs (which may be temporary) which indicate the hours and
conditions under which parking shall be by permit or visitor's pass only.

It is unlawful for any person to:

(a) Park a motor vehicle in a special events parking permit area during the designated hours
unless the vehicle is equipped with a valid special event permit or valid special event visitor's
pass.

(b) Violate any regulations pursuant to section 20-255 relating to the issuance and use of parking
permits.

(Ord. No. 9196, § 1, 1-25-99)
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Tucson Cares

Residential Parking Permit Program

The City of Tucson Residential Parking Program was started in 1983 and has since grown to
include programs in more than 14 neighborhoods. The program helps to manage parking in
residential areas where non-resident parking is impacting the ability of residents to park.
Programs protect and improve the quality of life and character in the neighborhood by
reducing the amount of overflow parking, discouraging cut-through traffic, ensuring adequate
parking spaces for citizens who live in the neighborhood, and developing revenues that can be
used for reinvestment in the area.

e Residentiat Parking P
e Print application for a Residential Parking Permit: Residential Parking Permit application -

{“ht ﬁ‘u)i"ﬂcﬂf‘d{? “o

3

e Residential Renewal Apolication -

Neighborhoods with Parking Permit Programs

Armory Park
Barrio Santa Rosa
Barrio Viejo
Blenman Elm
Dunbar/Spring
El Presidio
Feildman's

Iron Horse
Jefferson Park
North University
Pie Allen

Rincon Heights
Sam Hughes
Samos

West University

11/2/2015 5:53 PM



Residential Parking Permit Program | Official website of the City of ... hitps://www tucsonaz.gov/park-tucson/residential-parking-permi-pr.

Want a Permit Program in Your Neighborhood?

is i o Py U = S Gy PRI 1, PRy | e i
sark Tucson Pefition Form — Resigentia Add/Remove/Change of Program - /3\5

The Rules for Parking Permit Holders
e All permits are vehicle specific.
e A permit cannot be transferred, sublet, or sold.
e Permits are valid only for the street block for which they are purchased.
e Permit holders are subject to all City of Tucson parking regulations, just as all citizens are.

After Hours Service for 24/7 Permit Areas

Permit-holders in 24/7 Residential Permit areas may now request enforcement outside of our
regular business hours. Call the Park Tucson office at (520) 791-5071 after hours and Press "1"
after the prompt. Your call will be forwarded to the Parking Services Agent on duty.

About the Permits

residential Parking Permii informaticn

Having work done on your home?

You may need a Temporary Construction Permit.

If you are having work done on your home and there will be one or more vehicles that need to
park on your street for an extended period of time, you will need to obtain a Temporary
Construction Permit for each vehicle.

To Apply
You may apply in person at 110 E. Pennington St. Suite 150. Office hours are Monday — Friday
7:45 AM to 5:15 PM.

Prices for the permits are:

e $1.25 per day

e $6.25 for one week

e $12.50 for two weeks
e $18.75 for three weeks
$25.00 per month

Government | Neighborhoods { Business | Departments | Mayor & Council | Espafiol | Employment | Contact City | Privacy Policies

Copyright © 2015 City of Tucson
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PURPOSE:

Estabhshmg Residentiai Permit Parking Programs pr0v1d pportumtv to create areas where
only permitted vehicles may park legaily, iting ov i‘ﬂ"“ﬁ parking by non-residents, and
allowing resident permit-holders and their guests to have the ¢ stion of using the curb space
ad;acent to their property for parking. Side beneﬁts of having a Residential Permit Parking
Program include alleviating parking congestion and promoting public safety in neig ghborhoods

where there is a deficiency of off-street parking a gmla.bie to residents and an excess of overflow
on-streat parking from e‘{terna‘x disiricts. Neighborhoods with metered parking may be subject
to “Meter Exemption Permit” policies,

ATy AR ET EAEEREE Erres.
PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY:
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Permit holders aie 11‘111ted to PARKING ON THE BLOCK-FACE OF THE RJ:SIDE CE

ONLY, ‘rﬁfﬁ_‘i‘.ii‘, de areas Permits are not valid in fromt of { businesses,
apartment complex gs or on the opposite side of the street {unless it is a visitor's passj.
Residenti P kmg Permits are sold on an annual basis only, no pr orating or refunds of this
program will be allowed

Stay-away Requests arc whena registered permit holder requests a repti rieve of enforcement in case of

property TEPAils Of uncxpet ' y three (3} stay-aways per ¢

res;denke. Various other permits are availa bie for longer periods and for construction work, please
tact the Park Tucson Cffice {791-5071) tor more information.

3 ; jv Bazed =5 1 £t 13 nlai
The number of permits avaliable is solely based On tae number of iegal spaces available on

front of vour address. We &«

tin 3 e do not base the total number of permuts on the
number of residents at the address. If there is more than one unit on parcel (not to exceed
four units) then permits are divided equally among each unit based on criteria listed above,
unless otherwise stated by landlord/owner

The removal or cuan e of the Parking Frogram
’ if

removal, there will i

3 riar b
‘S0 pricr

reinstating the Parking Program. The cost v.ﬂi cover the ﬁeldv‘ork manufacturing and installations

Lo the
‘55“611..:1‘01& IoF e
ol

of signs, along with the office work an sapphes utilized. This does not cover the cost of parking
permits. Each residence is resp snsibic for obtaining its parking permits).

Parking without a permit in a restricted area w here signs are posted could result in a citation being
issued. Just because a pefiion was signed does not exempt a 1es ident from compiving with
progra.m requirements. The fine for viclation of T.C.C. Section 20-255(a)

currently $85. Non-permit parkms will not be available until signs ar ompicteij; removed
from the block. To access other City and State parking laws, please visit our W ebsite:

http://www.tucsonaz.gov/park-tucsen

month will be allowed per

A
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PARK TUCSON

Residential Permit Information park ceon

Upon successful completion of the petition approval process annual permits are
sold. If your block is interested in implementing a Residential Permit Program,
please contact Park Tucson. Available permit types are:

o Weekdays Only for $48/year (Monday through Friday, 8 am to 5 pmj

o Weeknights (Monday through Friday, 6 pm to 7 am) and weekends
for $72

« Weekdays plus University of Arizona basketball games for $60/year
(Monday through Friday, 8 am to 5 pm and U of A Home Basketball
Game days, 8 am to 10 pm)

» Weekdays plus evenings and weekends for $72/year.

Residential parking permits are available for properties not exceeding four (4)
units. The number of parking spaces allowed per address is determined by
measuring the property frontage. When measuring the frontage of your property,
Park Tucson will take into account such things as fire hydrants, curb cuts,
driveways, alleyways and intersections. Parking is allowed only on the block
face of the address the permit is issued tc or where the program was petitioned

and will comply with all parking codes and regulations.

With a paid residential parking permit, and depending on property frontage,
a resident can receive two visitor passes (the first one is free and a second one
the same price as the permit). A visitor pass is a plastic hanging tag with a
numbered permit placed on it. This allows it to be moved from guest vehicle to
guest vehicle as needed. When parking with a visitor pass, visitors may only
park within the same block as the residence for which it is issued. Visitor passes
are not available in meter exemption program areas.

All permits and passes expire one year from when they are issued. Please note
that it is the resident’s responsibility to renew their parking permits every
year when they are due to avoid any parking citations or late fees. As a
courtesy, Park Tucson will send out reminder letters thirty days prior to permit
expiration.

For lost or stolen permits, a replacement permit will be issued and charged at a
pro-rated permit price. For a stolen permit that you have reported to the Tucson
Police Department and have a report of the incident, please bring a copy of the
report with you to the Park Tucson office and you will be issued another permit at
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no charge. All replacement permits will still expire at the same time as the
original permit was dated.

Program Policies

>
>

>

No refunds will be issued for parking permits.

Permits are valid for current residents only. A permit becomes invalid when a
resident moves from the address and if the permit is sold to another party.
For neighborhoods in the 4% Avenue area (Stone to Euclid and
Speedway to 10"/Stevens), parking programs are suspended 2 times a
year during the 4™ Avenue Street Fair.

Permits are issued to passenger vehicles only. No permits will be issued to
commercially licensed vehicles and vehicles used for business purposes.

A vehicle having 3 or more outstanding citations may result in all permits for
that address being voided and/or removed from the vehicle. Permits are the
property of Park Tucson and may be removed by Park Tucson staff if
necessary.

Permit holders must obey all traffic / parking codes and regulations. Having a
permit only allows you to park on the street, it does not allow you to commit
any other parking violations, and it's the owner's responsibility to resolve any
citations issued to them. Please visit
http:/lwww.ci.tucson.az.uslgovernment/park—tucson for more information.
Stay-away Requests are when a registered permit holder requests a reprieve
of enforcement in case of an unexpected event or emergency repair to the
residence. Only three (3) stay-aways per month will be allowed per
resident. Only the resident on file may contact Park Tucson and request a
stay-away. For anything lasting more than a few days, contact the Park
Tucson office as there are other types of permits available (i.e. Landlord,
Temporary Construction, Service and Contractor permits).

All permits, with the exception of the visitor pass, must be permanently affixed
to the outside of the lower left corner (driver's side) of the rear window of each
registered vehicle the permit is issued to. (See Example 1) Convertibles and
trucks with camper shells may affix permits to lower left-hand corner (driver’s
side) of front windshield. (See Example 2) The visitor permit must be placed
in clear view and hanging from the rear-view mirror. If the hanging tag is
damaged and can’t be hung it may be temporarily placed on the driver’s side
of the dashboard, and must be clearly visible. Contact the Park Tucson office
for a replacement as soon as possible to avoid any citations.

Do not place permits on any other part of your vehicle such as bumpers
or on the side of vehicle.

Failure to display permit properly may result in a citation carrying a fine
of $85.
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Example 1 - for most vehicles Example 2 — Convertibles

Permit Replacement Policy

o

> Sold or Traded Vehicles: The registrant must remove permit prior to selling or
trading a vehicle. The permit must be presented to Park Tucson to receive a
free replacement permit.

» Windshield or Rear window Replacemernts: Permits will be replaced free of

charge provided satisfactory proof is presented that the windshield or rear

window bearing the permit has been replaced, such as an invoice or receipt.

If the conditions above are not met, a fee equal to the amount of the original

permit will be charged for a replacement permit.

A4

Permit Synchronization

If you have more than one permit assigned to your residence and they do not all
expire at the same time, a resident can request that all permits expire at the
same time. Resident will be charged a prorated permit fee depending on when
the permits will expire (i.e. i one of your permits expires in April and another
expires in October, you can ask that all permits expire in October and you will
pay a prorated rate for the upcoming six months. Then in October, you will pay
the annual permit fee.)

To Apply

You may apply in person at 110 E Pennington St., Suite150. Office hours are
Monday through Friday, 7:45 AM to 5:15 PM. You may request an application be
mailed to you at the address the permit will be issued to or you may visit our web

site http://tdot.tucsonaz.gov/park-tucson.

Two proofs of residency are required, a valid driver’s license or other photo
identification and proof of ownership (property tax ID form) or an original and
current lease/rental agreement (agreement must show whether it is a month
to month agreement or a fixed-term lease, the address of the rental, and
contain both landiord and tenant signatures.) Please note that Park
Tucson will not issue a permit if any of the requested information is
missing.

Please note: All residential permits are sold for a one-year term.
Month to month permits are not available. Therefore to
accommodate instances whereby one resident moves out and
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another moves in within that one-year time period, the new tenant
must have a current rental agreement when applying for a permit and
proof that the person who bought the permit previously no longer
lives at that address. (i.e. Pursuant to Arizona Landlord/Tenant
rules, either the tenant or the landlord must provide a “Notice of
Termination” when vacating a rental unit. This document will
provide the proof required.) In absence of a “Notice of Termination”
document, a notarized letter from the landlord stating that the prior
resident, which includes the name of that individual, no longer
resides at that address. Without this documentation Park Tucson will
not resell a permit for the same address.

For each vehicle receiving an affixed permit, a copy of the vehicle registration is
required.

When mailing in the application, please include copies of the required documents
and a check or money order payable to “City of Tucson”. Do not send cash.

For additional information please visit our website:
http://tdot.tucsonaz gov/park-tucson or call us (520) 791-5071.
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PROGRAM APPLICATION ! Issue Bate:: Keighberhood *:—__A_ |
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i

BipirationDate: | Staff Initials: . ____
Residential Permit Application | waseemiaionsa |
Gomments:

INSTRUCTIONS: Please complete the entire application with accurate information. Each applicant must
sign this form. Two proofs of residency are required: a valid driver’s license and proof of ownership
(property tax ID form) or a current lease (indicating month to month or fixed term, the address, and with
landlord and tenant signatures). A copy of your current vehicle registration must be provided for all affixed
permits. If you have any questions, please call the Park Tucson Office at 791-5071.

First Name Middle Initial Last Name
Street Address: Apt #
Tucson, AZ 857 Phone # E-Mail

The number of permits issued is based on the property’s frontage. Parking is allowed only on the block face of the
address the permit is issued for. Each permit expires yearly. There are three program areas.

Weekdays - Monday through Friday (8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) $48
Weekdays plus evenings and weekends $72
Weeknights (Monday through Friday, 6 pm to 7 am) and Weekends $72
Weekdays (Monday through Friday, 8 am to 5 pm) and U of A home basketball games —---—— $60

(Sunday — Saturday, 8 am to 10 pm)

Visitor Pass Request - The Visitor Pass is considered as one of the total permits available. Not ail properties
are eligibie for VP passes due to lack of parking frontage. Vehicle registration is not needed for the visitor pass
to be issued. When a replacement visitor pass is issued, the original pass becomes Invalid and will result in a
citation being issued if used.

Visitor passes are not availabie in the meter exemption pr

Applicant: please fill in all vehicle information for each permit required. No permit will be issued if
any information is left blank.
Permit #1

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #:

Name on Vehicle’s Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:




Permit #2 Pg
VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #:

Name on Vehicle’s Registration:

License Piate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:
Permit #3

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #: L

Name on Vehicle’s Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:
Permit #4

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #:

Name on Vehicle’s Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:

Each affixed Residential Permit costs $48.00, $60.00 or $72.00 annually and expires at the same time each year. A
renewal notice will be mailed for each permit issued at the address. Please read the “Residential Permit Information”

program policies regarding the permits issued.

Please make your check or money order” payable to: CITY OF TUCSON

*Please do not enclose cash when mailing in the application Total Amount Enclosed: F$ j

I/We understand that the City Of Tucson can check any of the information on this application to ensure that I/We meet the
requirements of the Residential Permit Program. All the information on this application is true and accurate.

Please initial box acknowledging that you have received and reviewed the “Residential Permit Information”
policies and will be responsible for ensuring any visitos(s) to your address also understands and adheres to the permit

program policies.

APPLICANT SIGNATURE

DATE 4‘

Please return this application with the correct fee in the return envelope provided as soon as possible.
Mail to: Park Tucson — P. O. Box 27210 — Tucson, Arizona — 85726-7210
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Cffice Use Cnly

Fermit Numbers:

PARK TUCSON Issue Date:___ | Neighborhood
PROGRAMAPPLICATION | covmioncue”—— srimue

lease Expiration Date: *s

Renewal Permit Application

Comments:

INSTRUCTIONS: Please complete the entire application With accurate imformation-Eagh applicant must
sign this form. Two proofs of residency are required: a valid driver's license and proof of ownership (property tax ID
form) or a current lease (indicating month to month or fixed term, the address, and with landlord and tenant
signatures). A copy of your current vehicle registration must be provided for all affixed permits. If you have any
questions, please call the Park Tucson Office at 791-5071.

First Name Middle Initial Last Name
Street Address: Apt #
Tucson, AZ 857 Phone # E-Mail

The number of permits issued is based on the property’s frontage. Parking is allowed only on the block face of the
address the permit is issued for. Each permit expires yearly. There are three program areas

Weekdays - Monday through Friday (8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) $48
Weekdays plus evenings and weekends $72
Weeknights (Monday through Friday, 6 pm to 7 am) and Weekends $72
Weekdays (Monday through Friday, 8 am to 5 pm) and U of A home basketbali games ——-  $60

(Sunday — Saturday, 8 am to 10 pm)

Visitor Pass Request - The Visitor Pass is considered as one of the total permits available. Not ail properties
are gligible for VP passes due to lack of parking frontage. Vehicle registration is not needed for the visitor pass
to be issued. When a replacement visitor pass is issued, the original pass becomes Invalid and will result in a
citation being issued if used.

Visitor passes are not available in the meter exemption programs.

Applicant: please fill in all vehicle information for each permit required. No permit will be issued if
any information is left blank.
Permit #1

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #:

Name on Vehicle’'s Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:




Permit #2 /f%

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #:

Name on Vehicle’'s Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:
Permit #3

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #:

Name on Vehicle's Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: _ Color:
Permit #4

VEHICLE INFORMATION: PERMIT #: ;|

Name on Vehicle’s Registration:

License Plate: State:

Year: Make: Model: Color:

Each affixed Residential Permit costs $48.00, $60.00 or $72.00 annually and expires at the same time each year. A
renewal notice will be mailed for each permit issued at the address. Please read the “Residential Permit Information”

program policies regarding the permits issued.

Please make your check or money order* payable to: CITY OF TUCSON

*Please do not enclose cash when mailing in the application Total Amount Enclosed: r$ J

——

—

IWe understand that the City Of Tucson can check any of the information onﬁi_s?pplication to ensure that I/We meet the
requirements of the Residential Permit Program. All the information on this application is frue and accurate.

Please initial box acknowledging that you have received and reviewed the * Residential Permit Information”
policies and will be responsible for ensuring any visitor(s) at your address also understand and adhere to the permit
program policies.

APPLICANT SIGNATURE

DATE

Please return this application with the correct fee in the return envelope provided as soon as possible.
Mail to: Park Tucson — P. O. Box 27210 — Tucson, Arizona — 85726-7210
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**TUCSON: NON-RESIDENT PARKING PERMIT PROGRAM: \ :
Non-Resident Parking Permits are available to ncontrol traffic in high demand areas."
1. The University of Arizona area: Annual Permit Cost range is from $100 to $450.
2. Downtown and 4th Avenues areas: Annual Permit Cost range from $250 to $275.

Sec. 20-258. Additional permit parking programs; fees; director of transportation authorized to
establish additional permit parking programs and to establish annual parking permit fee.
(a) In addition to other permit parking programs authorized in this article, the director of
transportation is authorized to establish, subject to the advisory recommendation of the Park
Tucson Commission, additional permit parking programs as may be necessary and desirable to
control traffic in high demand areas within the area described in section 10A-146 as the city
center. Pursuant to this section a "high demand area” is defined as one where over seventy-five
(75) percent of the legal curb parking spaces are occupied on a recurring basis.
(b) Subject to the advisory recommendation of the Park Tucson Commission, the director of
transportation is authorized to establish an annual fee for such additional permit parking
programs to reduce parking in high demand areas and to promote alternate modes of
transportation.
(c) Three (3) copies of the designations of programs and fees established under this section by
the director of transportation shall be listed within the administrative guidelines on file with the
city clerk.
(d) Mayor and council may, at their discretion, change, modify or eliminate fees and/or permit
parking programs established by the director of transportation.
(e) Vehicles parked within a designated parking permit area are subject to all provisions of
section 20-255 except that applicants are not required to reside on a property immediately
adjacent to the designated permit parking area in order to obtain a valid parking permit.
(Ord. No. 9196, § 1, 1-25-99; Ord. No. 10418, § 3, 6-12-07)
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Tucson Cares

Non-Resident Parking Permit Program

Looking for a place to park near the University of Arizona? A Non-Resident Parking Permit from
Park Tucson can reserve a space for you close to where you work or go to school.

Permit Basics

® Permit Program hours are from 8:00am to 5:00pm, Monday through Friday or 24-hours/7
days a week depending upon permit location.
e Permits are issued annually from August 1st to July 31st.
e The Parking Permit Zone Map is available online: Parking Permit Zone Map.
After the map loads, please follow these instructions:
1. Zoom into a selected parking zone.

2. Turn on the Parking Space layer.
Red Polygons = sold spaces
Green Polygons = available spaces

3. Choose an available location and indicate this information on your application. Be sure
to include cross streets (i.e. Mabel between Santa Rita and Mountain).

4. Select an alternative available location and indicate that on the application in the
event your desired space is not available.

Program Details

Program policy details, application and instructions are available online in PDF format:

e Park Tucscn Program Policies: Non-Resident a’ Permit

‘."J
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Annual Permit Costs

Non-Resident Parking Permits Permits are available in areas surrounding the University of
Arizona, Downtown and 4th Avenue. The streets are clearly marked with Non-Resident Permit
signage.

University of Arizona Area:

11/2/2015 6:25 PM
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Zone A: $450/year A
Zone B: $350/year PQD
Zone C: $300/year

Zone D: $250/year

Zone E: $100/year

Downtown/4th Avenue Area:

Zone X: (Downtown core) — $300/year
Zone Y: (Downtown periphery) — $275/year
Zone Z: (4th Avenue Area) — $250/year

Hanging Tags: Permits can be placed on hanging tags for an additional $100 per year in case
more than one vehicle is in the program.

Permit Purchase Policy

Application for permits may be obtained in the Park Tucson office located at 110 E. Pennington
Street, Suite 150, or online here: Park Tucsor Program Application: Non-Residential Permit L

You may also call the Park Tucson office at (520) 791-5071 and request an application be mailed
to you.

Payment Policy: Cash, personal checks, Visa, MasterCard, American Express and Discover cards
are accepted. Returned checks are subject to an additional $28 fee. Failure to satisfy a returned
check within 15 working days will result in permit revocation.

Permit Renewal Policy: Continuing customers can renew their non-resident parking permit
beginning July 1st of each year to secure their preferred space. If no selection is made, all
spaces go on sale to the general public in August. If you decide to move to a different location,
you will have to wait until August 1st to make the change.

Permit Replacement Policy

sold or Traded Vehicles: The registrant must remove permit prior to selling or trading-in a
vehicle. The permit must be presented to Park Tucson to receive a free replacement permit.

Stolen Permits: A police report is required for a free permit replacement.

Windshield Replacements: Permits will be replaced free of charge provided satisfactory proof
is presented that the windshield bearing the permit has been replaced.

For vehicles out of service due to accident or repair, with proper documentation a temporary
permit may be issued for an alternate vehicle. Please call the Park Tucson office at (520)
791-5071 for more information. If the conditions above are not met, a replacement fee of 550

2 of4 11/2/20156:25P



Non-Kesident Parking Permit Program | Umicial wepsite o1 e Lty o... NUPS://WWW . TUCSONAZ.LOV/ ParK-tuCSOIV NON-re510CHi-parklig- periuni-p...

3of4

A 2 Az

will be charged for a replacement permit.

Permit Holder Regulations

All Park Tucson permits are vehicle specific and cannot be transferred, sublet, or soid. All
vehicles utilizing a hanging permit must be registered with Park Tucson at time of permit
purchase. Displaying a hanging tag permit on a vehicle that is not registered with Park Tucson
may result in a citation for that vehicle. All Park Tucson permits are block face specific. Permits
are not valid in any location other than that for which it is purchased. Non-hanging parking
permits must be permanently affixed to the rear windshield, lower left-hand (driver's side)
corner, or a citation will be issued. Convertibles and trucks with camper shells may affix permits
to lower left-hand corner (driver's side) of front windshield. Park Tucson permits may be
revoked without refund for the following reasons:

e Failure to comply with the above regulations.

If permit holder has three or more unpaid parking citations.
If permit holder receives three or more parking citations for parking in an unauthorized

permit program location in a calendar year.

If vehicle registration is not current.

For providing false information on permit application.

Permit Refund Policy
Refund will only be made if the following criteria are met:

e Withdrawal from the University of Arizona.
o Student: A University of Arizona Withdrawal Form from the Dean of Students is
required.
o Employee: Documentation from the Human Resources Department of seperation or
retirement is required.
e Medical Disability: A doctor’s note stating that you are unable to utilize the space is
required.

Permits will be refunded on a prorated basis. A $50 processing fee will be deducted from the
refund. Permits must be returned to Park Tucson. No refunds will be issued after January 31st.

Street Construction & Repair in Permit Areas

On occasion, it may be necessary to suspend the permit program to accommodate
construction needs. For scheduled work, Park Tucson will notify permit holders of alternate
parking areas. However, emergency street/utility repairs may occasionally occur. If possible,

11/2/2015 6:25 PM
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A
permit holders should first attempt to park in their designated area. However, at no time 9
should permit holders park in conflict with barricades or signs posted for construction. Vehicles
parked in violation of these signs will be subject to citation. Please call the Park Tucson office at
(520) 791-5071 for additional information.

Enforcement

Parking Enforcement Agents will routinely patrol permitted areas. Parking in violation of City or
State codes will result in citation. Please be sure you are familiar with all local parking
regulations. For additional information please call the Park Tucson office at (520) 791-5071.

Liability
The City of Tucson and Park Tucson assume no responsibility or liability for any vehicle or its

contents anytime the vehicle is parked on City of Tucson streets or within any Park Tucson
facility.

Government | Neighborhoods | Business | Departments | Mayer & Council | Espafiol | Employment | Contact City | Privacy Policies

Copyright © 2015 City of Tucson
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There 1s no proration for annual or semester prices.

Applications for permits may be obtained in the Park Tucson office located at 110 E

Pennington, Suite 150, office hours are Monday to Friday 745 a.m. tc 5:15 pm.or
through the Park Tucson website at http://tdct tucsonaz gov/park-tucson Please

indicate the parking zone and your first and second choice of street locations.

A valid driver’s license and a copy of the vehicle registration are requh"ed when
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PERMIT HOLDER REGULATIOND

» Al P"ri: cson permifs are vehicle-specific and cannot be transferred, sublet, or
sold. All ve hzgles utilizing a hanging permit must be registered with Park Tucson at
time of pemnt purchase. Displaying a hanging tag permit on a vehicle that is
registered with Park Tucson may r“su_'it in a citation for that vehicle.

% Non-hanging parking permits must be permanently affixed to the rear windshieid,
lower lefi-hand {driver’s side} corner, ora citation will be iss uad Convertibles and
trucks with camper shells may affix permits to lower left-hand comer {driver’s side)

of front windshield.
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specific. Permits are not valid in any
location other than the location for v .-'hich urchased.

» Park Tucson permits do not exempt the permit holder from any other City of Tucson

parking regulations.

A

» For permits sold in the 4 ™ Avenue area (Stone o Euclid and Speedway o
10%/Stevens), the program is suspended two times a year for the 4" Avenue Street
Fair.

» To access other City and State parking laws, please visit the website iisted
http://parkiucson.tucsonaz. cov/park-tucson
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PERMIT REPLACEMENT POLICY

N

PERMIT CANCELLATION WITHU

parktucsonAdmin. Policies/kro

Sold or Traded Vehicies: The registrant must remove permit pnor to selling or trading

a Vehlc!% The permit must be presemea 1o Park Tucson to recetve a free reg}laveum.t

£

fres i pey mit

Windshield or Rear Window Repl acements: Permits will be replaced free of charge
provided satisfactory pio oof is presented that the windshield bearing the permit has
been replaced.

If the conditions above are not met a replacemer
for a replacement permit.
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e due to accident or long duration repair, with proper

documentation a temporary permit may be issued for an altemate vehicie. Please call
the Park Tucson office at 791-5071 for more information.

refund will be made only if the following criteria are met:
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= Student: A University of Arizona W ithdrawal Form from the Dean of
Students is required.

= Employee: Documentation from the Human Resources Department is
reqmred
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and for any month or portion of a month,
the purchase price. Permit must be returne
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f vou do not meet one of the above conditions, no refund will be issued.

o

No refunds will be issued after January 31,2015,

3T A REFUND POLICY

ollowing reasons.
e Permitis sold to someostie else and -xacd on another ‘v’@uide.

e If vehicle registration is not current.
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s A vehicle having 3 or more outstanding citations may result in the permit being
voided and/or removed from the vehicle. Permits are the property of Park Tucson
and may be removed by Park Tucson staff.

s For providing false information on permif application

CONSTRU

On occasion, it may be necessary to suspend the permit program to accommodate
construction needs. For scheduled work, Park Tucson will notify permit hoiders of

t
1 arbing ac = sy ofraat ik lity iyQ o aoyoyrral iy .
alternate parking areas. Emergency strect/uliiily Tepairs may occasionaiiy occur. If

possible, permit holders should first attempt to park in their designated area. However, at
no time should permit holders park in conflict with barricades or signs posted for
construction. Vehicles parked in violation of these signs will be subject to citation.
Please call the Park Tucson office at 791-5071 for additional information.

Parking Services Agents will routinely patrol permitted areas. Parking in violation of City

or State codes will result in a citation. Please be sure you are familiar with all loeal

parking regulations. For additional information please call the Park Tucson © fice at 791-

5071.
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Permit Numbers: | , | lome: @

3 7 rg —

Hangtag: VES_ _INOL space s _

PARKTUCSON =~
PROGRAM APPLICATION

location:
Noightorioed____stsidel |

SLIBMSafiiniials

Expiraties Saiz:

INSTRUCTIONS: Please complete the entire application with accurate information. Each applicant must
sign this form. A current valid driver's license and a current registration for each vehicle is required to purchase a
permit  If you have any guestions, please call the Park Tucson Office at 791-5071.

H R R~ LR LIA L

First Name: Middie initiai: Last Name:
Fhone: Driver's License £ {A copy of your license will be made for the file.}

Street Address:

Apt. & City: State: ZipCode:

e >

PARKING L OCATION — 17 Choice {(*PLEASE iINCLUDE BOTH THE BLOCK NUMBER AND STREET NAME)

CR

What building are you Lrying to park near? ** We can assist you in finding the closest location.

University Areas Rates:

| | Zone A permits | _|Zone B permits || Zone C pemits Zone D permits  |_!Zone E permits

18450 00) Annual (S350 00 Annual (8200 00 Annua! 18950 NOY Annuzl 13400 00" Annual
A P AT ] F\nH‘dG‘i -.gu-dU.-,-\.r’l; [mtiHis8Lo11 YU St \iglhw'\/.qih‘l Aluaaal i iJU-v’U" It s
($250.00) Semester ($195.00) Semester {($165 00) Semester {$140.00) Semesier {$55.00) Semester

Downtown and 4" Ave Area Rates:

1 —
L iZone X permits {Downtown Core) D Zone Y permits (Downtown Periphery) l_l Zone Z permits (4™ Avenue Area)

ot

{$300.00) Annual {$275.00; Annual ($250.00) Annual

| 1 am requesting a “Transferabie™ Parking Permit {$100.00 EXTRA in addition to permit price for, gach permit issued)

VEHICLE INFORMATION: *4 copy of current registration must be present fo progess application

Mame on Vehicle's Registration:

Relationship to Applicant:

License Plate: , State:

Year: B ff{éke: - ~ Modeti: ~ Color:




N\ e ~
Name on Vehicle’s Registration: , A‘9 Ci

Relationship to Appiicant:

State:

Make: . Modei i Color:

i egmu GHOW must 7”€ CHT I {’;‘E}‘ GLESS Gppication

VERICLE INFORMATION:

Name on Vehicle’s Registration:

Reiationship to Applicant:

Model: _ Color:

s application

Credit Card Purchase:

Piease charge purchase to my Charge Card: (Check One

T

Master Card: | |Visa:| ___|Amer Express:l .. IDiscover:| __!Expiration Date: L

Cradit Card Number:

Name of Cardholder:

Address: , Zip Code:

Cardhoider Signature:
* ATl information will nsed io be bbluytetbd for weda‘i C ard Pu.xuﬂn'wu 10 be provesaed.
Please make your check or money m'f*er* ayable to: CITY OF TUCSON

| $ ‘
*Piease do not encloss cash when mailing in the application Total Amount Enciosed: | |
This Permit is vaiid ORLY on the vehicle that the permit is issued to. Displaying the permit on any other vehicie will resuitin a
cancellation of the permit. Non-transferable permits must be permanently affixed to rear window of assigned vehicie or the vehicle wnl De

subject {o citation.

Piease initial box acknowiedging that you have reviewad the “Non-Residentiai Permil Program Policies” and that you
understand that all sales are final.

City Of Tucson « k any : piication’s inforn nsu mest the reguirements of the Non-
ng Permit Program. All the information on this application is true and accurate.

APPLICANT SiGNATURE DATE

Plcase return this application with the correct fee, either in person to the Park Tucson Office at 110 E. Pennington St., Suite 130,

in downtown Tucson or by mail to: Park Tucson/ — P. O. Box 27216 — Tucson, Arnizona — 85726-7210
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